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LONDON, FEBRUARY 23, 1867. 
—_—>—_— 

WE ANNOUNCED to our readers, in our impression of 
December 15, that the Hon. G. Denman, Q.C., intended to 
bring forward this session his proposal for the abolition 
of the attorneys’ certificate tax. The hon. member has 
given notice that he will, on Tuesday next, move for leave 
to introduce a bill for the redaction of the annual duty 
upon the certificate of attorneys, sulicitors, and others, to 
the nominal sum of five shillings. 

No opposition is anticipated from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer on the first reading; but nevertheless we 
strongly recommend our readers in the country to urge 
their members to attend and support the measure. 





ABSURD STATEMENTS sometimes appear in the pub- 
lic prints respecting questions of importance—state- 
ments made with every appearance of authority, but 
rarely requiring contradiction; the following, however, 
from the Western Morning News, respecting the de- 
signs of the new law courts is an exception to that 
rule:—A rumour” says their London correspondent, 
“has got into circulation, with what amount of founda- 
tion it is impossible to say, that the commissioners 
charged with the selection of the design for the new law 
courts have already made their choice, and have fixed 
upon that by Mr. Waterhouse. It is hardly credible 
that such a choice should have been made, seeing that 
the design in question is by no means the best in the 
competition, and will cost far more than the sum specified, 
and that the time which the judges have had for selec- 
tion has been much less than most people would deem 
absolutely necessary. Surely, if nine months were al- 
lotted to the architects to make their designs, it is not 
too much to expect that they shall not be judged too 
hastily. Another circumstance, which I know tobe true, 
seems to disprove this report. The competing architects 
are required to make a book up, containing their plans 
reduced by photolithography, and photographs of all 
their drawing. Considering that most of them have al- 
teady paid out in actual money more than the £800 
granted for the preparation of the drawings, this will 
be a very heavy tax upon them. It will in one case, 
and that one where the drawings are by no means the 
largest, cost the competitor no less a sum than £60.” 

The rumour is a mere canard from beginning to end 
as the author well knew, and the publisher, who printed 
what he confessed to be but a rumour, might have 
guessed. If it be true the judges have decided without 
‘even seeing the designs or affording themselves an 
Opportunity of ascertaining their comparative merits, As 
amatter of fact we are assured, on the highest authority, 
that at least one of the judges has never been near the 
building where the plans now are, since they were first 
exhibited there. Our contemporary may rest assured 
‘that the decision of the judges will not be made ina 
hurry. Probably several months will elapse before it is 
made known, and, at the very earliest, it will not be 
arrived at before the exhibition of the competing de- 
signs is closed. The reduced copies of the plans, although 


in process of preparation, are not yet completed, and time 





is required for that as well as for the consideration of 
details. The repetition of such idle rumours casts 
discredit on those who help to circulate them, as well as 
on the impartiality of those to whom they refer. 

His Honour THE VICE-CHANCELLOR MALIns has con- 
sented to preside at the thirty-fifth anniversary dinner of 
the Law Clerks’ Society some day in the early part of 
June next. 





A BIL introduced by Sir Colman O’Loghlen, Q.C., and 
Mr. Baines, on the 8th instant, proposes to alter and 
amend the law of libel, in order to secure more effec- 
tually the liberty of the press. So long as it is con- 
sidered important to the public that the proceedings of 
courts of justice and of other public conclaves should 
be published in the newspapers, so long will the neces- 
sity exist that the law of libel should be well ascer- 
tained. That it is not so appears plainly from the re- 
sult of the numerous actions for libel which are from 
time to time brought before the Courts, The case of 


Pinero v. Goodlake, which we noticed last week,* arose 


out of a practice which prevails universally with editors 
of shortening copy supplied to them by their reporters, 
so that at any time the proprietor of a newspaper may 
be rendered liable to a prosecution by reason of the 
omission of some part of the evidence from the report 
of a case. To remedy this monstrous abuse the first 
clause of this bill provides that proof that an alleged 
libel was a true report of a speech spoken at a 
public meeting lawfully assembled for a lawful pur- 
purpose, open to reporters of the press, and published 
bond fide without actual malice in the ordinary course 
of business, shall be 2 defence unless the defendant has 
declined to publish an explanation or contradiction fur- 
nished to him for the purpose. If a court of law comes 
within the designation of “a public meeting law- 
fully assembled for a lawful purpose, open to reporters 
of the press,” we have here a protection for those who 
cater for the public information by reporting law proceed- 
ings, but it is doubtful whether this clause points to the 
publication of such reports, for it only refers to “ a speech 
or part of a speech,” and not to the evidence of wit- 
nesses which would have assuredly come under a differ- 
rent description. 

Every report of proceedings had in a court of law 
ought to be privileged, not only so faras it is abso- 
lutely true but so far as it isa bona fide report of what 
actually occurred, although very much curtailed so as to 
slightly vary its general tenor, provided it be 
done without malice. That is to say, an editor 
may be required to state the truth generally with- 
out being bound to give a full report of all that 
occurred on the occasion treated of. However, the clause 
is good pro tanto and is very usefully followed up by tle 
second clause, which provides that any who shall, at such 
a meeting, speak of any other person, such defama- 
tory matter as would, if written, amount to a libel, 
shall, if his words be reported in a newspaper, be liable 
to be proceeded against, asif he had written and published 
the same. Undoubtedly a great protection is here af- 
forded to reporters and proprietors of newspapers who, in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, have no feeling in 
the matter, but are only actuated in their mode of report- 
ing such meetings by a desire to do their duty to their 
coustituents and themselves. 

The fourth clause provides that the defendant, in an 
action for libel, may pay money into court by way of 
amends for the injury sustained by the plaintiff, and in 
case the plaintiff declines to accept the amount in satis- 
faction, it is provided by the fifth clause that the judge 
may require him to give security for costs, 

No private prosecutor is to be permitted, without the 
sanction of the Attorney-General, to prefer an indictment 
for the publication of a libel other than one published 
with the intent to extort money, &c. Occasionally it 


® 11 Sol. Jour, 326, 
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seems as if indictments for libel were preferred malici- } Probate Court shall become the first Chief Justice of the 


ously in order to taint the defendant with the greatest 
possible public disgrace. Such a proceeding ought not 
lightly to be passed over, and this clause, if passed into 
law, will assist in stopping all ill-advised prosecutions for 
libel. 

In altering the law of libel, the difficulty lies chiefly in 
steering between too much leniency to bana fide reports, 
and too great severity in construing the definition of libel} 
as applied to such reports. If it be permitted:to publish 
any report of a case, however damaging such ‘a report 
may be to the character of any individual, it would obvi- 
ously be open to any newspaper to print all the 
parts that tell only one way without giving those 
which contradict the unfavourable statements. Probably 
malice would be inferred from such a course of action, 
but we have put the worst possible case. There are 
many and various tints in the colour which may be in- 
fused into the report of a case, and it is essential that the 
press should be protected from the results of accidental, 
or even intentional, omissions if no malice be shown. So 
far, then, as it extends, this bill tends to the supply of a 
remedy, but we cannot consider it absolutely effectual to 
attain the desired end. 


THE Scotsman states that the Lord Justice-Clerk 
(Inglis) will succeed the Right Hon. Duncan M‘Neill as 
Lord Justice-General of Scotland, and that, though the 
Lord-Advocate may, by right of custom, claim the 
highest office in the Court of Session for himself, Mr. 
Patton will waive his claim, and take the Lord Justice- 
Clerkship. 

We seein some of our contemporaries that the Lord 
Justice-Clerk is spoken of as “ Lord Glencorse,” but this 
is a mistake, one of the peculiarities of Scotch judicial, 
titles, not generally known or appreciated in this country 
being that the puisne Lords of Session take personal, the 
chiefs only their judicial titles, For instance, when Lord 
Justice-General McNeill was one of the Lords Ordinary 
he was known as Lord Colonsay—a title which ceased to 
be his when elevated to the post of Lord President. It 
is stated that he will now resume it. 


WE HAVE BEEN lately furnished with some valuable 
remarks of Mr. Kerr (the Judge of the City County Court), 
on the question of a digest of the law, of which we give 
a short abstract elsewhere. They are accompanied by a 
preface addressed to Mr. Daniel, Q.C., in which the writer 
states (among other things) that his views closely coin- 
cided with those of Mr. Napier, as shown in his address in 


1861, to the Congress at Dublin; and that the commigs-: 
sions in connection with the law, issued between 1831 


and 1857, cost the country £670,000, with what result, 
or non-result, to the country, our readers but too well 
know. 

Lorp St. LEONARDS has addressed a letter to Mr. 
Robert Eadie on the ‘subject of his Masters’ and Opera- 
tives’ Bill, He says that he has reason to be satisfied 
that the operatives generally are willing to accept the 
bill, though the masters, who were once strongly in 
favour of it, appear now to think that it will be of no use 
tothem. The bill is simply permissive. It would be 
found very difficult to deal with trades’ unions, whose 
organization was surprising, and their power very great. 
They bad co-operative societies, to which, of themselves, 
no objection could be made any more than to strikes pro- 
perly conducted. It was the abuse which required cor- 
rection. Conciliatory means like those in the bill might 
do much to lessen the evil; already there were non-union 
combinations dropping off from their unions. The sub- 
ject demands the attention of every well-wisher of his 
evuntry. 


THE BILt laid before the House of Lords by the Lord 
Chancellor provides that, on the next vacancy in the office 
of judge of the Admiralty Court, the present judge of the 





Admiralty, Divorce, and Probate Courts, and two puisne. 
judges of these courts are also to be appointed. The 
Chief Justice is to have rank next after the Lords Justices. 
of Appeal; the two puisne judges with the other puisng 
judges. The salaries are to be £6,000 a-year for a Chief 
Justice, and £5,000 for a puisne judge; the retiring 
pensions £3,750 and £3,500. An appeal is to lie to the- 
Privy Council-in an Admiralty cause, and to the House 
of Lords in a Divorce or Probate cause. Any of these 
judges may, at the request of the Lord Chancellor, sit in 
any of the superior courts of law or equity with any 
judge or judges thereof. The Archbishop of Canterbury 
may appoint one or more of these judges to execute the 
office of Dean of the Arches, for which there is to be no. 
remuneration other than the fees, if any. 


A MEETING of the Digest of Law Commission was. 
held on the 20th inst. There were present Lord Cran- 
worth, Lord Westbury, Sir Hugh Cairns, Sir James P. 
Wilde, Sir G. Bowyer, Sir John G. Shaw Lefevre, Sir T,. 
Erskine May, Mr. Daniel, Mr. Thring, and Mr. Reilly. . 


WE EXTRACT from a contemporary the following para~ 
graph, which for paralogistic absurdity is a gem:— 

Kearns v. Srorks.—This case having ended in 9 
compromise, it has been announced by the solicitors of Mrs, 
Kearns that they will shortly prosecute Sir J. Olliffe, phy 
sician to the English embassy at Paris, and one of the medi- 
cal men who signed the certificate that Mrs. Kearns was: 
insane. Here is another illustration of the dangers to 
which our profession is exposed. If Mrs. Kearns or her law- 
yers failed to show that Mr. Storks improperly confined her- 
in a lunatic asylum, what possible groun can there be for: 
an action against the phyiscians who gave their opinion that 
she was a fit person for such restraint?— Medical Press and 
Circular, Feb. 20. 

The plaintiff’s difficulty in Kearns v. Storks being that 
the fact that two medical men had signed this (admit- 
tedly false) certificate was evidence to rebut the impnta- 
tion of malice in the defendant, it is now sought to shield 
the physicians from the consequences of their act, on the 
ground that thatact has already proved a shield to some- 
one else ! 

The consequences of a false certificate of lunacy 
are such thatit is impossible to be too strict in enforcing 
the responsibility of those who sign such documents, while- 
the readiness with which medical men will sign away 
the liberty of anyone, on perhaps five minutes’ converss- 
tion and the unsworn hearsay of hearsay which they get: 
from their employer, calls aloud for a sharp remedy. 
We are inclined to make them civilly responsible in 
every case where the certificate is false in fact; criminally 
punishable for conspiracy in every case where it was false 
to their knowledge. 


WE HAVE received a long printed slip (to which we 
decline to give publicity) in which Mr. Rigby Wasonm 
reiterates his oft repeated slanders against the Lord Chief 
Baron. R ‘ 

Perbaps the most signal retaliation which these calum- 
nious accusations could receive would be by treating 
them with silent contempt, as they deserve, and it may 
be a question whether that would not be now the more 
prudent courée to pursue; and itis one which we should 
certainly follow, but that reticence on such a subject by 
one of the recognised organs of the profession might be 
construed into indifference on our part as to the character, 
the integrity probably, or honour of our judges, or might 
lead to a suspicion that we had the slightest misgiving 
as to the entire fitness of the Chief Baron in every point 
of view, not only as a gentleman and a man of honour, 
but as a most efficient and competent lawyer, for the 
high office which he fills with ail the dignity, ability, 
and skill, of which his great and varied experience has 
made him master, 

It appears thatin 1884 Mr. Kelly was returned with Mr. 
Dundas for Ipswich, but was unseated on petition for bribery 
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pyhis agents. He argued his own case, in the absence of his 
counsel, before the Committee of the Commons. -He again, 
two years later, contested the borough against Mr. Rigby 
Wason. This gentleman, with unusual (even for election) 
recklessness, charged Mr. Kelly with having pledged his 
honour as a gentlemen, in his speech to the Committee, 
that he was not acquainted with Mr. Pilgrim, who was 
clerk to his agents, whereas it was proved that he was so. 
For this Mr. Kelly challenged his libeller, who refused 
him a meeting, the ordinary mode of obtaining satis- 

in those days for such offences. He, however, 

ied to the Court for a criminal information. 

Mr. Kelly passed through the offices of Solicitor and 
Attorney-General without any charge being preferred 
against him by Mr. Wason, and after a lapse of over 
thirty years, after he has been elevated to his present high 

ion, Mr. Wason steps forward, and, through the in- 
strumentality of Earl Russell, presents a petition to the 
House of Lords reiterating the charges which he had 
previously made against the Chief Baron, and praying for 
an inquiry. 

The Lord Chancellor was prepared to give the most 
unqualified denial to the charges contained in the peti- 
tion, and proceeded to refute them seriatim in the most 
satisfactory manner, as appeared in our impression of last 
week. 


The motives of Earl Russell in presenting this petition 
have been questioned. We are not prepared to impute 
improper motives to anyone, if pure motives can be as- 
signed for his acts; and as Earl Russell stated that one 
of his reusons for presenting the petition was that, if 
he did not do so, the charges would be repeared in the 
newspapers without the same opportunity to the party 
charged of answering them, we fully accept the explana- 
tion. 


. This certainly is true, we ourselves have seen these 
charges preferred in the public press; and in that case 
the Chief Baron could not condescend to reply to them, 
however unfounded they might be; and the consequence 
was that many believed the statements thus publicly 
made, so long as they remained uncontradicted, so that 
in point of fact the Lord Chief Baron has cause to thank 
the noble Earl for the course he took, as he has afforded 
him the only possible opportunity of most signally re- 
futing the callumnies of his libeller, and at the same 
time exposing the baseness of a man who lies by for 
over thirty years, nursing his revenge, and then, at the 
most sensitive point of the Chief Baron's career, hurling 
it at his Lordship's head, with the intention of damaging 

his reputation and impairing his efficiency as a judge. 
Mr. Rigby Wason, in trying to extinguish.one of our 
‘ablest judges, has really extinguished himself, and we trust 
that we have heard the last of him. No onein the profes- 
sion, who knows the high character of the Chief Baron could 
entertain the slightest doubt as to the untruthfhiness of 
against him, and we congratulate him 
and the country that he was enabled so readily, after the 
lapse'of so many years, to contradict them. We say we 
congratulate the country, for it is of the first importance 
that the characters of our judges should be unimpeached, 
4nd if Mr,,Wason had succeeded in his object, we should 
n deprived of the services of one of the most 

° upright, learned, and able of judges. “4 - 
mae > 





THE NEW LAW COURTS.—II. 
(Continued from page 354). 
' Mr, Seddon’s general scheme of arrangement is similar 
to Mr. Waterhouse’s, and the separation ‘of classes is as 
Perfectly carried out, but in exacting the constant use of 
‘Mtairs from all classes he has shown no pity. Perhaps 
We ought not to charge him with heartlessness, for he 
has made liberal provision of lifts, but men would not wait 
for the lift in the hurried passing from place to place, 
and therefore we cannot regard this as an expiation of 
the offence, The judges have a private corridor, but 
they have to go up from this to their refreshment room 





and down from it to the street. The barristers’ corri- 

dor is immediately oyer.the jadges’, thus they will have 
to go high up and down-again to. approach any court 
from the Temple or Lincoln’s-inn, and even’ to go from/ 
one court to another... Their corridor leads to thei 
general hall or common room, but their robing rooms 
are higher, or two floors above the courts, their. refresh- 
ment rooms higher still, and their library highest.of- 
all, or on the fourth floor above the court, the sixth” 
above the Strand. We suspect that books would be 
almost superfluous furniture in a library placed at this 

airy elevation. ' ano 

Again, the solicitor who, being in court, wishes to go 
before the Chief Clerk, has to ascend to the barristers’ 
corridor and descend again; and the spectator cannot 
move from one court to another without going down 
three flights of stairs and up again. Are human lungs 
and limbs equal to this ? 

The enormous height of the surrounding buildings 
makes the courts look as if they were down ina well, 
but the use of skylights and side windows may do much 
to diminish this evil. The side windows, however, 
open into areas of only twelve feet in width. 

Mr. Gilbert Scott departs somewhat from the arrange- 
ment which we described as common to all the designs. He 
brings his central block to the front, so that on the Strand 
side it is not protected by the outer shell of offices. In the 
arrangement of the courts and rooms he adopts Mr. Web- 
ster’s idea of a system of concentric (rectangular) circles. 
Around an internal area, in the centre of which is a hall 
surmounted by a dome, runs an ambulatory—the first 
circle—from which direct access is obtained to the courts, 
which thus form the second circle. Beyond the courts, 
and opening into them at the end where the Bench is 
placed, are the rooms for the judges and juries, aud around 
these runs a corridor for the judges. On the other side 
of this corridor are the rooms for barristers: and at- 
torneys:. 

Such, at least, is the arrangement deseribed in Mr, 
Scott’s own explanatory remarks; but in his plans these 
circles are not all in the same plane. The rooms for-bar- 
risters are on the floor above that of the courts, and are 
arranged thus: the robing-rooms are in the outermost 
circle, and the library—a room of enormous length run- 
ning round three sides of asquare—and the refreshment- 
room, which constitutes the fourth side, have the inner+ 
most position immediately over the ambulatory. 

The consultation-rooms, however, are on the. fleor 
below the courts. This, then, is what a barrister would 
have to do who wished—as barristers every day do wish— 
first to robe, then to attend a consultation, and after that 
to proceed to court. The level of the courts is abont 
seventy steps above the Strand. He must first ascend to 
the floor above that level, then descend to the floor helow 
it, and then mount once more to the court itself. There 
are no consultation rooms on the court floor. 

The courts occupy what Mr. Scott calls his second 
circle—the north side being given to equity, and the 
three other sides to the Common Law, Admiralty, 
Ecolesiastical, and Probate Courts. The Court of 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council stands 
out in the fifth circle, facing the Strand, from the noise 
of which it is protected by double sheets of plate glass 
in its windows. 

The separation of classes is less perfectly carried out in 
this design than in most others. The judges’ corridor is 
not reserved for the exclusive use of judges; jurors, ushers, 
and the judges’ secretaries have an equal right to use it. 
There is no other means of approach to their rooms; and 
there is no corridor on the floor of the courts appro- 
priated to the bar. 

The judges’ chambers are placed, as far as possible, in 
the immediate neighbourhood of the courts, but they 
are not all on the court floor. There is, moreover, no 
direct, communication between the courts and the cham- 
bers which are upon the same level, except for the 
judges. All other persons would have to desognd to the 
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level of the lower ambulatory, whence another staircase 
would conduct them to their destination. 

The seats for barristers and persons waiting court rise one 
behind the other, and the hindmost seats are approached by 
a few steps leading up from the ambulatory to a door in 
the side of the court. This arrangement would make 
the noise of passing footsteps enter the court less freely 
than if the opening were direct into the ambulatory. 
There is, however, one provision which would secure to 
judges and counsel some annoyance from the tread of 
feet in the spectators’ gallery. The gallery occupies the 
end and part of each side of the court. There is only 
one door in it, and that is at the greatest distance from 
some of the best places for seeing and hearing—a dis- 
tance sure to be perpetually traversed by loungers. 

Mr. Lockwood arranges most of the courts in two lines 
running east and west, the courts of equity being in the 
northern line, the common law courts in the southern. The 
space between these lines is occupied by four courts and 
three halls—a large central hall, lighted by areas and 
communicating by broad passages with two smaller halls, 
one of them called the Probate Hall, because it gives 
immediate access to the Probate, Admiralty, and Eccle- 
siastical Courts; and the other the Exchequer Hall, be- 
cause the various Exchequer Courts are placed around it. 
The large court required by the instructions,.and the 
Cocrt of Bankruptcy, ‘are placed beyond the Exchequer 
Hall... Thus all the courts are on the same level, and 
this distribution of them round different. halls makes 
the scheme of arrangement more readily apprehended. 
These halls are for the use of all persons who have busi- 
ness to do in the building, and the courts are entered 
on the level from the adjacent corridors; but barristers 
and solicitors have entrances separate from those of 
jurors or witnesses. The judges have a private cor- 
ridor outside the two lines of courts, and on the other 
side of it are their rooms, but they have no com- 
pletely private means of access to the four courte 
situated between the two principal lines. Between 
each pair of courts is a corridor for barristers, giving 
them access to the judge’s apartments when necessary, 
and leading them by a staircase to the upper floor 
where their own accommodation is placed. Their 
library, refreshment rooms, robing rooms, consultation 
rooms, and common room, are all or. the same floor, 
but that floor is one storey above that of the floor of 
the courts, and a barrister, who did not robe in his 
own chambers, would have to ascend to this height and 
then go down one flight of stairs to reach the court. 
There is, however, a passage beneath the bench in every 
court which they may reach by descending half-a-dozen 
steps, and which will enable them to go from one side 
of the court to the other or to any other court in the same 
line. The main library of the bar is south of the 
southern or common law line of courts, but another is 
provided for the equity bar near the point where they 
enter the building from Lincoln’s-inn. 

The judges’ chambers are in the outer shell of build- 
ings on the same level as the courts, and approached by 
bridges set apart for the judges. The chambers of each 
judge are in the immediate neighbourhood of his court on 
the opposite side of the area, A barrister or solicitor, how- 
ever, in order to proceed from judges’ chambers to one of 
the courts, must ascend to the barristers’ corridor on the 
upper floor, and thence descend, after crossing a bridge 
over the area. 

The spectators tre kept quite separate from the 
workers. They have staircases leading by three flights of 
stairs from their entrances on the Strand level to the 
galleries of the courts. Each staircase supplies two 
courts only; and, therefore, to go the round of all the 
courts, the pertinaceous spectator would have to ascend 
or descend three times as many flights of stairs. 

Mr. Lockwood strongly objects to roof lights, and no 
room in his building is so lighted, except the waiting 
rooms for juries, and there the glass is sloping, not hori- 
zontal. The courts have no buildings at their sides 





rising to more than half their height, and they are 
lighted by large windows on each side. No room or 
corridor in the building is dependent on borrowed 

His main areas are not more than thirty feet in. width 
where they are widest; but none of his rooms are d 

by balconies. The rooms on the level of the courtg or 
higher, obviously, cannot be dark; but somo of the 
judges’ chambers, and a few other important rooms, are 
placed where the light could not be good. 

Mr. Garling differs from all his competitors in one 
important particular: He provides no great central hall, 
thinking that it would serve only to attract loiterers, and 
that the space it would occupy is better devoted to other 
purposes. As a kind of substitute, he places outside 
every court a recess from the corridor, making a kind of 
ante-room. This recess is made comfortable with benches 
and tables, in order that witnesses and jurors, and such 
persons who are kept waiting without any business im. 
mediately to do, may retire there when they are weary 
of sitting in court. This recess is not in place of, but 
in addition to, the regular provision of waiting rooms 
for jurors and witnesses. 

Although Mr. Garling does not admit anything whichhe 
considers worthy of the nameof acentral hall, he constructs 
acorridor 30 feet wide, 380 feet long, and more than 
50 feet high. The floor of it is one storey below the 
court floor. The courts are placed, not in two, but in 
four lines; the two inner lines are immediately north 
and south of the central corridor, from which staircases 
lead up to each court. Similar corridors outside the 
outer lines conduct to the staircases which lead to these 
courts. Cross corridors unite the central corridor with 
these outer ones. Thus the courts are divided into 
four blocks, of which the two southern contain 
the various courts of Common Law, the north- 
eastern block contains the equity courts, and the north- 
western the Probate, Ecclesiastical, Admiralty, and Bank- 
ruptcy Courts. The judges’ rooms adjoin all the courts 
on the level of the benches, and immediately below 
these rooms, on a mezzanine floor, run side by side sepa- 
rate corridors for the judges and the bar, not commn- 
nicating with each other. The effect of this is an 
ingenious, but somewhat tortuous intricacy of staircases, 
conducting the different classes of persons to the 
courts, and a rather serious multiplication of stairs im- 
posed on everyone, 

The bar robing rooms are placed on the same floor 
with the courts, and are connected with each other and 
with the bridges from Lincoln’s-inn and the Temple by 4 
corridor running north and south at the same level, but 
a barrister, in order to reach his court, must go down 
stairs to the bar corridor, which runs below the judges’ 
room and then upstairs to the court. 

The other rooms for the bar, their library, refreshment 
room, and reading room, are down upon the Strand level. 

The judges’ chambers are on several different storeys. 
The spectator is admitted only to galleries in the courts; 
to proceed from one to another he must descend to the 
very basement. ‘ 

All the courts are lighted by side-windows, which Mr. 
Garling prefers to skylights. The areas, however, through- 
out the building are rather small; and some important 
rooms, and among them the barristers’ library and read- 
ing rooms, would, in gloomy weather at least, be dark. 

(To be continued.) 





RAILWAY INSOLVENCY.—VII. 

Ere these our concluding remarks meet the eyes of 
our readers at least two bills bearing on the subject will 
be presented to Parliament, and, in all probability, other 
schemes will be before the public, All seem to be 
that provisions in the event of insolvency, actual or 
prospective, are, at the present moment, alone possible, 
but we trust that the opportunity will not be lost of 
considering the whole subject of railway legislation, and 
remodelling the general Acts as well as those clauses 
special Acts which are looked upon as common forms. 
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We have already suggested the necessity of the conver- 
sion of the existing railway debenture debt of the king- 
dom into debenture stock, and of empowering the 
creation of debenture stock only for the future. Whether 
this be done or not, one of the most important points 

to consideration is whether the powers conferred on 
railway companies of borrowing money shall be in any- 
wise enlarged or restricted. There are not wanting per- 
gons, whose opinions are entitled to the greatest respect, 
to say that railway companies should, as regards their 
Parliamentary powers, be in precisely the same position 
asan ordinary partnership or joint-stock company, that 
is, that those powers should be limited only by the will 
of the shareholders, as expressed by general resolution on 
the one hand and by the readiness of the public to make 
advances on the other. This idea is, we venture to say, 
founded on a fallacy. A railway company is not by any 
means like an ordinary partnership or a company estab- 
lished under the Joint-Stock Companies Acts, It isin- 
vested with peculiar powers, ¢.g., that of compelling land- 
owners to sell property required for the railway and works, 
such asit would be against public policy to give to any body 
of persons, were not the public presumed to be interested 
in their exercise, and that being the foundation of the 
whole railway legislation, it necessarily follows that the 
public are entitled to exact restrictions, which, in the 
case of an ordinary partnership or joint-stock company, 
would be out of the question. Something has been done 
by the Act of last session styled the Railway Companies 
Securities Act, 1866, towards the protection of investors 
against the over-issue of debentures, but more might 
with advantage yet be attempted in the same direction. 
Provisions such as those contained in that Act will, how- 
ever, be of comparatively little value until the rule by 
which the borrowing powers of railway companies are 
adjusted. has been altered. We have pointed out the 
absurdity of requiring £3 share capital to be necessarily 
issued for every £1 raised by loan, irrespectively of the 
value at the time of the security on which the loan is to 
be made. The only true rule is that railway companies 


shall be empowered to raise money by loan in a specified 
proportion to the fruit-bearing capital, to which alone 


the lenders can look for security. We cannot but feel 
that the adoption of this rule, and the conversion of 
debentures into stock, would do more to prevent railway 
insolvency than any other amendments of the law. 

Another point for consideration is whether the holders 
of debentures or debenture stock, as the case may be, 
ought to be invested with any larger powers than they 
at present possess of enforcing payment of their interest, 
or principal and interest, by the railway company to 
whom their advances are made. It may be that a more 
summary remedy than that by billin chancery might 
with advantage be provided, It might be as well tocon- 
fer on the Court of Chancery jurisdiction on the petition 
of one or more debenture holders, whose interest is in 
atrear, to appoint receivers of the tolls and rates,and to 
settle the priority of all claims thereon, and give relief 
accordingly, but subject to this remark, we cannot see 
that the machinery of the Court has proved, or is likely 
to prove, inadequate to the protection of debenture holders, 
especially if the judgment of the Lords Justices in Gard- 
ner v. London, Chatham, 5 Dover Railway Company, 15 
W.R.325, may be regarded, as probably it may, as an exposi- 
tion of settled law, and debenture stock alone is, in future, 
authorised. It will not be forgotten that we are here 
dealing with debenture holders in that character alone. 
What it may be wise to do for them in their character of 
¢reditors, in common with others of that class, is entirely 
another matter. 

Next after debenture holders there is no class whose 
claims‘are so entitled to investigation as the vendors of 
lands required by railway companies. One Act, that of 
the Metropolitan District Railway Company, contains a 

provision, not, we believe, to be found in any 
other, that the company shall give a landowner six 
Months’ notice before they take his property. This some- 





what remedies the hardship of the proceedings sanc- 
tioned by the 84th and following sections of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, by means of which rail- 
way companies are enabled to turn landowners out of 
house and home without any security for their being 
properly compensated beyond that afforded by the deposit 
in the Bank of England of the value of the property 
assessed by their own surveyor and a bond for the like 
amount given by two directors. This is a crying evil, 
for which a substantial remedy ought to be provided, but 
what that remedy should be, depends in a great measure 
on the decision of the Legislature on the question whether 
it will for the future exact from promoters of railway 
companies better proof than has satisfied it hitherto that 
the capital required for the construction of the railway 
is forthcoming. Where the required capital exists the 
claims of landowners are usually met, and the provisions 
to which we have referred are convenient and work no 
hardship. It is only in those schemes which the Legis- 
lature has been in the habit of sanctioning of recent 
years, where the parliamentary deposit is a mere loan 
and the whole undertaking a speculation of a contractor, 
engineer, and solicitor, that they work injuriously, and, 
indeed, it is only in those cases where they are extensively 
worked at all. If, then, the Legislature does not insist 
on strict proof that the required capital is forthcoming, 
it should at least provide that no landowner shall be 
compelled to give up possession unwillingly until the 
amount claimed by him, or (if that be regarded by the 
company as exorbitant) the value set upon his property 
by an independent surveyor appointed by the Board of 
Trade or some other public authority, has been deposited 
in the Bank. It will be urged, in answer to this sugges- 
tion, that in the construction of railways’ speedy posses- 
sion is of the first importance in every point of view, but 
we venture to say that no railway which ought to be 
constructed will be delayed a day by provisions of the 
character we have suggested, and that even if some 
slight delay is occasioned it is a matter of public policy 
that railway companies should not be allowed to take 
land, even for public purposes, without payment. 

The position of general creditors of a railway company 
is not so important as at first sight appears. They are 
few in number, and unless they include the contractor 
or perhaps the firm supplying engines and rolling stock, 
their debts are seldom of large amount, yet, inasmuch as 
debenture creditors may, as we have before observed, 
obtain judgment against the company, and so rank ‘as 
generai creditors, it would still be desirable, in any 
general scheme of railway legislation, to review that 
position as well as the rest. In the first place, the roll- 
ing stock, furniture, &c., of a railway company, should 
be made inseparable from the line itself, and be included 
as part of the fruit-bearing tree in the debenture holders’ 
security. This would practically prevent its seizure by 
a judgment creditor, but if positive enactment be neces- 
sary to effect that result, we can see no sound reason 
against it. The rights of judgment creditors against 
land are perhaps not so easily dealt with, but we think 
it would be better to prevent tlie seizure of real property 
—also by a judgment creditor, and to leave the realisa- 
tion of superfluous lands to the railway companies, 
merely providing in some more stringent manner than at 
present, that they shall actually sell them for money and 
not exercise their compulsory powers merely for the pur- 
pose of making bargains with adjoining land-owners, or 
arrangements not within either the letter or the spirit 
of their special or general Acts of Parliament. This, it 
will be said, deprives the general creditors of a railway 
company of all means of recovering their debts. This 
is scarcely so, but would there be any tenable objection 
to giving them, by statute, a charge second only to the 
debenture holders on the tolls and rates of the company 
for the amounts for which their judgements are entered 
up, with interest from their respective dates? If, to 
such a provision were added, one that all judgments 
should, in order to be entitled to the benefit thereof, be 
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entered by the registrar of joint stock companies, so as 
to appear in the half-yearly return of securities under 
the Act of last session, there can be little doubt that 
the creditors would be protected, and railway companies 
would be unable to obtain more credit than their avail- 
able assets entitle them to expect. 

We are not disposed here to enter into the question 
whether the system of contractors’ lines deserves any 
sanction for the future. It is probably one which the 
events of last year have, for the present at least, settled 
without the intervention of the Legislature, and we only 
advert to it in order to point out that it is the Parlia- 
mentary authority given to the wild schemes known by 
that name which has induced and given colour to the 
extravagance which, as we remarked at the outset, has 
been for the most part the cause of ruin. The Lord 
Justice Cairns, in giving judgment in the recent case of 
Pickering v. The Ilfracombe Railway Company, appeared 
surprised that a company should alienate its Parliamen- 
tary powers in the manner the company then before him 
had done. But, in fact, such alienation has been every 
day’s practice of late years with railway companies, and 
no legislation will be complete which does not either 
directly sanction or strictly provide against it for the 
future. The Lords Justices, in the case to which we 
have just referred, expressly reserved the question 
whether the contract before them was valid, but it is 
evident from their judgment that, thongh for the pur- 
poses of that judgment they assumed it to be valid, they 
both felt considerable doubt on the point, and we will 
venture to add that that doubt has been shared by every 
lawyer who has had the opportunity of perusing like 
contracts. 

We have so far tonched only on the hardships of 
debenture holders, landowners, and general creditors; but 
if the subject of railway legislation is closely investigated, 
it will probably be found that railway companies them- 
selves may not unfairly desire some amendments. We 
called attention in a former article to the severity with 
which the 92nd section of the Lands Clauses Act has 
been pressed against railway companies, and, apart from 
that, experience has shown that they are made to pay 
exorbitant prices for the land required. This no doubt 
follows in a great measure from other provisions of the 
railway system, but if they are amended it will be but 
fair at the same time to consider the claims of the 
companies. 

One word as to shareholders. They certainly ought to 
be protected better than at present, and, not wishing to 
repeat what we have already stated, we will only say 
that there appears to us no means of doing this except 
either by attaching a managing director, appointed by the 
Government, to every board, or by making the directors 
more immediately responsible to the shareholders for the 
consequences of their acts. Perhaps something might 
be done by obliging directors to make more precise re- 
turns of all their dealings, but we fear that shareholders 
will never be induced to look closely into the manage- 
ment of their affairs antil they find them hopelessly em- 
barrassed, and, if that be so, the only chance is to subject 
the directors to severe penalties for the non-discharge 
of their duties. 

The rights of the public have been dealt with inciden- 
tally in the above remarks. We would only say in con- 
clusion that the public is interested in every detail of 
railway legislation, and it is in the interest of the public, 
no less than in that of the debenture holders, landowners, 
and creditors, that we urge a general investigation and 
revision of the railway laws. No such revision has taken 
place since the railway system began to assume its present 
magnitude, and we feel assured that any attempt by 
either branch of the Legislature to re-construct the Rail- 
way Statute Book, without previous inquiry, would be 
speedily abandoned as hopeless. The subject is large and 
important enough to justify and find ample employment 
for a commission composed of the most able and ex- 
perienced men, and no reasonable sum expended in col- 





MCR 
lecting the necessary information and obtaining the ag. 
vice of such men would outweigh the advantages to the 
public which would be thereby secured. We hope yet 
to see something of this kind done and our railway 
tem placed on a basis worthy of the country and Parla. 
ment, 





THE SUPREME COURT OF APPEAL, 

At a time when the public attention is so prominently 
and unceasingly calle to the state of the judicial bench, 
we are naturally led to make a few observations on the 
constitution of the Court of last resort; that court whose 
decisions, and whose decisions alone, are accepted ag 
finally binding authorities on important questions. of 
disputed law. 

As to the existence of serious defects in the working of 
the system upon which the highest court of appeal in 
this country is constituted and conducted there can 
scarcely be two opinions. About the remedies to be 
brought to bear upon the defects, however, opinions are 
numerous, conflicting, and, for the most part, not very 
satisfactory. The appellate jurisdiction of the House of 
Lords is of remote origin, though its growth is a matter 
of history: it is the subject of an unquestionable privi- 
lege, however little it may appear to be founded on 
reason. 

Granting, however, the unquestionable nature of the 
privilege, the nation is entitled to demand that it should 
be exercised under conditions not glaringly incongruous, 
and which shall at least prevent a miscarriage of justice, 
It is not enough to show that, in the present system, the 
appellate jurisdiction of the House of Lords may possibly 
be exercised in a manner beneficial to the public. The 
public may not unfairly ask for a court of ultimate appeal, 
which, if not fixed upon a certain and unexceptionable 
basis, shall, at any rate, be constantly kept up to a certain 
standard of efficiency. Efficiency is, unfortunately, a term 
which can hardly be used in reference to the present 
aspect of affairs, in this respect, in the House of Lords. 
It is of course doubtless that the legal capabilities of the 
House of Lords have often been, and indeed at a very 
recent period were, of the highest character, but there is 
a limit to human working powers, and even such men as 
Lord Brougham, Lord Wensleydale, Lord St. Leonards, 
and Lord Kingsdown, cannot last for ever. The highest 
legal tribunal in the land is now composed of the present 
Lord Chancellor—Lord Cranworth, Lord Westbury, and 
Lord Romilly. 

With respect to Lord Romilly, we are clearly of opinion 
that no judge in the position of the Master of the Rolls, 
or of a Vice-Chancellor (that is to say, an original judge 
in equity), should act as a member of the court of ulti- 
mate appeal, except upon his resignation of the post 
which he has previously held, 

To leave, however, the present aspect of the Supreme 
Court of Appeal, let us look at the favourite projects for 
improving its general condition. 

It is plain that if the House of Lords is to be the final 
decider of cases appealed, there must be a constant supply 
of legal ability and experience among its members. The 
question is—How is this supply best kept up? One 
suggestion is that a new order of peerage, which shall 
last only during the life of the peer, in analogy to the 
status of a bishop, should be introduced. And this ides 
has been put forth with an almost childish eagerness by 
one of our most distinguished contemporaries. It 18, 
however, to the last degree unlikely that the House of 
Lords would sanction the admission to all their privileges 
of a body of men who are in no substantial way concerned 
to maintain the interests of the Upper House. The 
analogy to the status of a bishop is merely upon the sur- 
face. A bishop is ex officio an aristocrat ; no hereditary 
peer could possibly feel a closer concern to repress the 
advance of democracy than the dignitaries of the church. 
It might well be far otherwise with a man picked from 
the ranks of the legal profession to hold a life-interest in 
the peerage, merely because his working powers are & 
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poon to his fellow members. Secondly, if the men selected 
for these life-dignities were really qualified to discharge 
with perfect efficiency and success the duties incumbent 
upon a member of the High Court of Appeal, the placing 
them in a position different-from that of the general body 
of the House would be the first step, and a very decided 
step, towards the removal of the jurisdiction in question 
from the House altogether. And, furthermore : the ana- 
logy of the history of the peerage shows that, if once the 

inciples of conferring life peerages on distinguished 
lawyers were adopted, no lawyer, however distinguished, 
could ever again hope, as such, for an hereditary peerage. 
From the date of the introduction of baronies by writ of 
summons, no new “ baro major” ever was permitted to 
make his way to the house ratione tenure ; and since the 
first invention of peerages by patent, by which the descent 
of the dignity has been limited to heirs male, there is 
gcarce an instance of the creation of a new barony by 
-writ.* 

Another and a more reasorable proposal is that the 
House of Lords should habitually invite some of the judges 
for the time being on the bench to assist in the decision 
of appeal cases. It is, however, to be doubted whether, in 
the present state of affairs, any working judge could be 
found able, even if willing, to accept such an invitation. 
It is matter of common complaint that the common 
law bench is absurdly over worked, and it is difficult to 
imagine any one of the chancery judges sparing time for 
any work which does not fall within his immediate 
province. Itis certain that even the occasional atten- 
dance of the Lords Justices on the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council isfound to produce great inconvenience 
and delay in the discharge of their duties as judges of 
appeal in equity. 

From all this it seems that if the House of Lords is to 
keep the jurisdiction in cases of ultimate appeal, which | 
has become engrafted in its most sacred privileges, one of 
two things must necessarily be done:—either a court of 
appeal under the control and appointment of the Upper 
House, but not necessarily composed of its members 
exclusively,—a sort of commission—must be instituted, or 
the old plan must be pursued of admitting, from time to | 
‘time, a carefully selected body of lawyers into the House, | 
whose legal services shall be a fair price for the dignity | 
conferred. For ourselves, we incline to the belief that | 
the latter alternative, if properly managed, is best calcu- 
lated to neutralise the ill-effects of an anomalous but | 
inevitable state of things; and is to be commended as | 
tending to promote the double object of preserving the | 
rights of the House of Lords, and providing an adequate | 
machinery for the final adjustment of law suits. 

But for this purpose the new appointments must be 
freely made, and with a single eye to judicial fitness ; | 
neither stinted in their number by exclusiveness, nor | 
conferred exclusively according to the dictates of party ; 
neither confined to the few whom parliamentary vicissi- 
tudes distrust with the custody of the Great Seal, nor | 
made the subject of political jobbery, to conciliate those 
the claims of whose candidates for that honour have been 
rejected.t 

And while upon this subject we may observe upon the 
hardships inflicted upon the profession in Irgland and 
Scotland by the operation of the legislative unions with 
these countries respectively. Before the union the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland was invariably (or with so few ex- 
ceptions as but to prove the rule) raised to the peerage ; 
since the union, Lord Plunket alone among [Irish 
barristers has attained that honour, and it was conferred 
upon him rather for political purposes than as a recogni- 
.tion of his great professional distinction. Before the 
union, the chiefs of the three common law courts were 
upon their retirement ordinarily if not invariably raised 





* We beliove that the only barony by writ created since the 
Wars of the Roses was tho barony of Stanley of Strange, which 
was created by mistake.—Ep. 8. J. 

t The modern History of Parliament affords one or two 
notable instances of this kind.—Ep. 8. J. 





to the peerage ; since that time the practice has lan- 
guished, until now it may be said to be extinct. Similarly 
with regard to Scotland: the roll of the peers down to 
Anne shows a frequent supply of Lord—Justice—Generals 
and Chief Barons, who have adorned at once the profession 
and their order; since the Act of 1707 removed the 
legislature to London, we do not recollect a single 
instance of such promotion. And yet the House of Lords 
is the ultimate court of appeal for both Scotland and 
Ireland ; and that,in the case of Ireland at least, ex- 
pressly on the ground that it represents the Upper House 
of the old Irish Parliament, the court of last resort before 
the union. Surely this is an anomaly which may well 
be removed, with advantage at once to the theory of the 
system, the efficiency of the house, the practical working 
of the court, and the dignity of the profession in the 
sister counties. Why should the bar of England enjoy a 
monopoly of the right to afford an entrance to the 
Upper House of the united Parliament? Why should 
English lawyers sit, unaided, to review the decisions of 
Scotch and Irish courts, and settle, at a manifest disad- 
vantage, disputed questions of Scotch and Irishlaw? A 
proper admixture of Scotch and Irish judges in the 
composition of this high court, would not only rastly 
increase and improve its working power, but would afford 
greater facilities than can be supplied by any other 
measure, for that assimilation and “ unification ” of the 
law of the United Kingdom which is so devoutly to be 
wished. 





RE OVEREND, GURNEY, & CO.—OAKES’ CASE. 
II 


The judgment of Vice-Chancellor Malins in this case 
(of which we gave some account last week), 15 W. R. 
397, cannot be regarded as a settlement of the great 
question which came before him, but it may be useful as 
suggesting an interesting topic for professional discus- 
sion. We may preface our observations on that judg- 
ment by admitting that the world beyond Lincoln’s-inn 
has received it with general approbation; but we appre- 
hend that many persons familiar with the practice 
of the Court of Chancery have felt considerable difficulty 
in accepting it as a satisfactory exposition of equitable 
doctrine. If the Vice-Chancellor had intended to decide 
in favour of the associated shareholders, he could not 
have used stronger language than he did in describing 
the fraud by which they were induced to purchase shares. 
We may, therefore, venture to assume that, if the com- 
pany were still subsisting, and if a single shareholder 
applied to the Court, upon the case which was brought 
before the Vice-Chancellor, to have his name removed 
from the list of members, his Honour would feel himself 
obliged to make the order. But if this be so, it would be 
desirable to have some explanation of the reasoning pro- 
cess by which a different result is arrived at upon a 
similar application after an order has been made for 
winding up the company. If the Legislature thinks 
proper toenact that the list of members, as it exists at 
the date of the winding-up, shall be conclusive evidence 
of the liability of all persons whese names appear upon 
it, that would be an intelligible, and, perhaps, an expe- 
dient provision, But the Court of Chancery must hav: 
regard, in its decisions, to the law as it is, and not to the 
law as it ought to be. It may be true that, if the associ- 
ated shareholders are entitled to relief, the same principle 
might be carried so far as to reduce the list of contribu- 
tories to the seven persons who signed the memorandum 
of association. But if a principle be sound in applica- 
tion to a small matter, it does not become unsound 
because it happens to affect a matter of the value of 
£3,000,000. The Vice-Chancellor, in giving judgment, 
relied upon the case of J/enderson v. The Reyal British 
Bank, 5 W. R. 286, 7 E. & B. 356, which may be taken 
as correctly stating the doctrine of the courts of com- 
mon law, but, perhaps, is not in harmony with some de- 
cisions of the Court of Chancery, There was in that case 
an application by a creditor for leave to issue execution 
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against a shareholder in the Royal British Bank. “This,” 
said Lord Campbell, “is an application by a creditor 
who, upon the faith of the party who then was a share- 
holder, and who held himself out to the world as a share- 
holder, being a shareholder, gave credit to the bank.” 
This doctrine of “holding out” has the merit of sim- 
plicity, and, possibly also, that of justice. It is, at any 
rate, a favourite doctrine of the common lawyers; but the 
question is whether it has been adopted to its full extent 
by the Court of Chancery. “It would be monstrous,” 
continued Lord Campbell, “to say that he, having be- 
come a partner and a shareholder, and having s0 re- 
mained until the concern stopped payment, could, by 
repudiating the shares on the ground that he had been 
defrauded, make himself no longer a shareholder, and 
thus get rid of his liability to the creditors of the bank, 
who had given credit to it on the faith that he was a 
shareholder.” But that which Lord Campbell, sitting in 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, denounced as monstrous, was 
actually done by Sir Richard Kindersley, sitting in the 
Court of Chancery, in the winding-up of this same Royal 
British Bank. We are not about to re-open discussion upon 
the facts in Brockwell’s case,5 W. R. 858. It is enough to 
say that Mr. Brockwell had become a partner and ashare- 
holder, and held himself out to the world as such; and 
yet he succeeded in repudiating his shares on the ground 
of fraud, which the Vice-Chancellor considered to be 
proved, and he was struck off the list of contributories 
in the winding-up. It will be said, however, that this 
was a case between a shareholder and the company, and 
that the result would be different in a case between a 
shareholder and creditors. But we answer that, at least 
since the Act of 1862, creditors are interested, and the 
principles of the Court of Chancery have been the same 
before and since that Act, although different judges have 
displayed different degrees of alacrity in applying them. 
Even -with unlimited liability, if a number of sulvent 
shareholders were struck off the list, the property of the 
remaining shareholders might be insufficient to meet the 


claims of creditors. But it would be absurd to say that 
the right of a shareholder to be relieved from contribution 
on the ground of fraud must depend upon the number of 
remaining shareholders, and the amount of property pos- 
sessed by them. With limited liability it is very likely 
to happen that if one or more shareholders are relieved 
from contribution, creditors will not get paid in full by 


the remainder. But if the Legislature intended that 
creditors should be paid to the full amount of the con- 
tributions appearing to be due from members, it would 
have been easy for the Legislature to have said so. The 
decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins cannot stop short of 
this: that, under no circumstances of fraud, however 
gross, can a member of a limited company claim to be 
relieved from his liability to contribute under a winding- 
up. But there are cases, of which the Vice-Chancellor 
has admitted the authority, which decide that, before a 
winding-up. 2 member may be entitled to be removed 
from the list on the ground of fraud. 

We should like to know upon what principle it is 
that the member’s right to relief becomes different ac- 
cording as he applies for it before or after the date of 
the order for winding-up. It cannot be upon the 
principle of “ holding out,” because, if that principle is 
to be applied consistently, any creditor who could 
show that he had trusted the company during the 
time that a particular name, which has been struck 
off the list, appeared upon it, would be entitled 
to have that name restored. But can anybody doubt who 
reads the judgments of Vice-Charcellor Wood and Lord 
Justice Turner in the cases which have been so much 
discussed, that when those learned judges ordered names 
to be taken off the list they intended that they 
should be taken off for aJl purposes and finally? Mr. 
Mellish, in his argument before Vice-Chancellor Malins, 
propounded with great effect a symmetrical doctrine of 
common lawyers that a contract procured by fraud is 
voidable only and not void, and can only be rescinded 





subject to the rights which innocent third parties haye 
acquired under it. But assuming that this doctrine jg 
under all circumstances acted upon by Courts of Law, it 
does not follow that it has been, or can be, applied by 
the Court of Chancery to questions arising under the 
winding-up of cempanies. What is the right which an 
innocent third party, that is, a creditor of a company, 
acquires under a contract by which a person becomes g 
shareholder in that company? Formerly the creditor 
could have execution against the assets of the individual 
shareholders. Now he can have execution only against 
the company. There was an intermediate state of the law 
under which he had a qualified right against the 
shareholders. We apprehend that, under all these 
changes of the law, the principles of the Court of Chan- 
cery as to relieving contributories on the ground of fraud 
have remained the same; and, if so, how can it be said 
that the Court, in avoiding contracts to take shares on 
the ground of fraud, had regard to the rights which cre- 
ditors had acquired under them. 

In order to show how strong were the authorities 
against which Vice-Chancellor Malins had to contend, 
we will refer to the case of Kisch v. The Central Railway 
Company of Venezuela (Limited), 13 W. R. 1006, which 
was decided by the Lords Justices in 1865. In that case 
the plaintiff, in reliance on statements contained in a 
prospectus issued and forwarded to him by a company, 
took shares in the company. The prospectus contained 
several important misrepresentations. Upon a bill 
by the plaintiff against the company, seeking to be 
relieved on the ground of these misrepresentations, 
the purchase of shares was declared void. Lord 
Justice Turner, in his judgment, pointed out that in 
some earlier cases in which shareholders had not ob- 
tained relief, the judges who had refused it had never- 
theless admitted that “ where persons are induced to be- 
come holders of shares in a company by untrue or de- 
ceptive statements contained in the company’s pros- 
pectus, there is an equity to undo the contract founded 
on those statements.” Vice-Chancellor Malins is not the 
first judge who has been disturbed by consideration of 
the consequences of carrying out this equity to its full 
extent. His Honour truly said that if the shareholders’ 
contention prevailed “a great blow would be given to 
the Act of Parliament.” But, when the Legislature 
entrusted the winding-up of limited companies to the 
Court of Chancery, it must be taken to have intended 
that that Court should proceed upon its established 
principles. 

The difficult question which arises in this case is not 
greatly simplified by reference to the common-law autho- 
rities as to sale of goods which were cited by Mr. Mellish. 
The law is, that if a sale of goodsis procured by fraud of 
the vendee, the vendor may, at his option, affirm or dis- 
affirm the contract; but if he disaffirms it, and the 
vendee has in the meantime resold the goods to an 
innocent purchaser, the title of such purchaser is pro- 
tected. The case of Kingsford v. Merry, 4 W. R. 256, 
5 W. R. 151, was originally decided by the Court of Ex- 
chequer upon this principle, but when it came before the 
Exchequer Chamber, that Court, taking a different view 
of the facts, held that it was not a case of sale of goods 
procured by fraud, but of transfer of the symbol of title 
to goods procured by fraud; and, therefore, the principle 
relied on by the court below did not apply. In effect, 
however, A. had placed in B.’s hands the symbol of title 
to goods, and B. obtained from C. an advance of money 
thereupon, If the transaction between A. and B. had 
been a sale, C. would have been protected, but, as it was 
not a sale, he lost his money. We may, perhaps, ven- 
ture to say that the first decision in this case appears to 
us more agreeable to natural justice than the second. 
But, however that may be, it is manifest that, even at 
law, the principle of “holding out” is not capable of 
universal application, and we should hesitate long before 
adopting it a3 a guide to Courts of Equity in disposing of 
the claim of shareholders to be relieved from liability to 
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contribute under a winding-up. There is no more em- 
parrassing question than that of determining which of 
two innocent parties shall bear the loss occasioned by a 
third party’s fraud. Commercial men usually recommend 
in such cases that the loss should be divided, but, unfor- 
tunately, courts of justice cannot adopt that convenient 
method of evading difficulty. 


REMARKS ON A LEGAL TEST OF RESPONSI- 
BILITY. 
By R. THORNE THORNE, M.B. Lond. 
. The announcement just made to the public, that Mrs. 
Vyse has received Her Majesty’s free pardon, and has re- 
turned to her family in a state of perfect health, so forcibly 
reminds me of the present inefficient state of our law in 
reference to criminals who are pronounced by medical 
evidence to be irresponsible agents on the ground of in- 
sanity, that I venture to offer a few remarks on the sub- 


ect. 

It will be remembered that, in July 1862, the accused 
having, evidently for the purpose of murder, bought 
some Battle’s Vermin Killer, returned to her home, ad- 
ministered it to two of her children, who both died within 
an hour of having taken it, and then made an attempt on 
her own life by cutting her throat. In the course of the 
trial it transpired that the prisoner had recently been 
suckling, and had been mentally overworked ; that she 
had exhibited signs of morbid mental excitement ; and 
that insanity had manifested itself in several members of 
her family. 

Dr. Forbes Winslow and Dr. Hood both gave evidence 
which clearly proved that, at the time when she com- 
mitted the murders, the prisoner was in an unsound state 
of mind, and consequently not responsible for her actions ; 
the former stating it as his opinion that she was labour- 
ing under a form of disease termed paroxysmal insanity, 
which was liable to lie dormant and to break out suddenly 
under the influence of any exciting cause. The judge 
then summed up, and informed the jury thatif they be- 
lieved “that at the time the prisoner poisoned the chil- 
dren she was in such astate of mind as not to be able to 
aa between right and wrong, they ought to acquit 

” 


Now, it is against this test of responsibility, which is 
founded upon the eonsciousness of the individual, that I 
wish to protest ; maintaining, as I do, that it is both un- 
just and ineffectual, and therefore open to most serious 
objections, 

It is unjust for several reasons. Thus, in the first place, 
itis quite absurd to expect any twelve men, whether 
jurymen or not, to possess a sufficient amount of meta- 
physical knowledge,and to be so thoroughly conversant 
with the human mind in its unsound state, as to enable 
them accurately to judge from evidence laid before them, 
whether the alleged lunatic was or was not capable of 
distinguishing between right and wrong at the time when 
thedeed was committed. And the resultof expecting this 
extraordinary amount of skill, is clearly seen in the di- 
rectly opposite results obtained under circumstances of 
almost abolute similarity. In the case of Mrs. Vyse, the 
jury acquitted the prisoner, but, in the case of George 
Clark, who was tried in October, 1862, at Leeds, for the 
murder of Mark Fraser, and on which occasion Mr, Jus- 
tice Willes laid down the same rule of law, the jury, after 
attentively listening for some hours to the incoherent and 
inconsecutive ravings of a man whose every idea seemed 
to be connected with one or more delusions, pronounced 
a verdict of guilty. 

Again this rule of law is unjust, because the theory on 
which it is founded is directly opposed by experience : 
and in making this assertion I am not actuated by mere 
caprice and prejudice, for I have carefully examined a 
considerable numbers of lunatics, under confinement as 
such in Dr. Forbes Winslow’s asylums, in order to as- 
certain whether this test was of the slightest value. 

In making this examination I carefully ascertained 
from each patient :— 





1. Whether they understood the effect which would be 
produced if they fatally assaulted any of their fellow 
creatures ? 

2. If they knew whether murder was wrong in the 
sight of God and man ? 

8. If they knew how the law would deal with them as 
murderers ? 

I purposely chose those patients about whose condition, 
as irresponsible agents, the merest tyro in lunacy could 
have no doubt, and they all gave me answers which 
proved that they thoroughly understood the difference be- 
tween right and wrong, and in every other particular 
were able to appreciate the condition in which they would 
be placed if murderers. 

In order not to occupy much space,I will only quote 
one of these conversations from my note-book. The 
patient with whom I held it had been under certificate 
as a lunatic for fourteen years, and was the subject of 
paroxysms of great violence, during which he used the 
foulest and most blasphemous language, and broke every- 
thing he came in contact with. He stated that he was 
possessed by a spirit, and his neck exhibited scars, which 
remained after two attempts at suicide, to effect which, 
he stated, his spirit had prompted him. He believed 
that he was Christ, and refused to use the pronoun J, 
because he believed its use was contrary to the Word of 
God. 
Our dialogue was as follows:— 

Q. If you were to fire a loaded revolver at, or were to 
stab a person, what would be the result? A. It would 
kill if me did it with forethought and malice. 

Q. Do you consider that the commission of such an act 
would be right or wrong in the sight of God and man? 
A. Me consider it wrong. Certainly! 

Q. What would be done to you if you committed such 
an offence? A. The law says, me should be hanged by 
the neck until dead. 

Q. Do you under all circumstances obey the dictates 
of the spirit within you? A. Me do. z 

This last answer is, of course, an admission that, had 
he been prompted to commit murder instead of suicide, 
he would have done so; and I think I may fairly con- 
clude that such a recital of fact requires no comment. 

The rule of law relating to the knowledge of right 
and wrong is also ineffectual ; for, even when the verdict 
of guilty is passed, we find that the learned judge gene- 
rally feels bound to acquaint the Home Secretary with 
the peculiar circumstances of the case, and the result is 
the same as that which occurred in the case of George 
Clark ; namely, that the prisoner exchanges his cell for 
the ward of a lunatic asylum. 

This rule of law also becomes ineffectual, because it is 
entirely ignored by the jury; they do not acquit a pri- 
soner because he cannot distinguish between right and 
wrong, but, as we invariably see, “on the ground of in- 
sanity.” 

As the result of inquiries which I have made in refe- 
rence to this matter, I feel myself justified in drawing 
the following conclusions :— 

1. That, given a number of homicides, all suffering 
from mental aberration to an equal degree, the verdicts 
of the juries summoned to try their cases would, if they 
acted on this rule of law, exhibit a lamentable want of 
uniformity. 

2. That many persons of unsound mind suffer from a 
form of mental disease, in which, irrespectively of delu- 
sion, they are so forcibly prompted to perform that which 
they know to be evil, that they lose all power of control 
over their actions, 

3. That by far the majority of persons confined as 
lunatics, who are not absolutely idiotic, imbecile, or de- 
mented, know right from wrong. 

4, That, if all the lunatics now confined in asylums 
were to commit murder, at least 90 out of every 100 
would, if judged by this rule of law, be found guilty and 
condemned to death. 
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A DIGEST OF THE LAW—HOW ATTAINABLE.* 

By the standing orders of both Houses of Parliament, one 
class of bills must be submitted to the Board of Trade, and 
another class to the Board of Admiralty, before being intro- 
duced into Parliament. The object of these standing orders 
is, that the Government may have a better opportunity 
than that afforded by the forms of the two Houses, of watch- 
ing the interests of the public, and stating any specific ob- 
jections which may exist to the proposed legislation. The 
report of the Admiralty, or of the Board of Trade, as the 
case may be, is laid before the Committee to which the bill 
is referred; but that Committee is not bound to act upon 
the views, or yield to the objections (if any) therein stated. 
The Committee receives the opinions of either of those de- 
partments of the Government as it does those of any other 
witness, disregarding them altogether, or giving effect to 
them, as it thinks meet, by the rejection of the bill or the 
introduction of amendments. The following scheme is, 
therefore, formed on a model which has been already sanc- 
tioned by Parliament ; for it will be found to resolve itself 
simply into an extension to all bills whatsoever of a super- 
vision similar, except that it is for defined purposes, to that 
which is exercised . the Admiralty or Board of Trade over 
the classes of bills to which I have referred. A Committee 
of the Privy Council has been suggested, not because the 
Admiralty and Board of Trade (both of them practically 
committees of the Cabinet, itself a committee of the Coun- 
cil) happen to exercise a species of control over certain bills ; 
but because, after the most careful and anxious consideration, 
it appears to be the only constitutional and satisfactory mode 
of obtaining an effectual revision of our annual legislation, 
and at the same time of preserving intact the legislative 
functions of the two Houses. 

The creation of a permanent commission, to revise our 
legislation, was suggested by Lord Bacon three centuries 
ago. ; and Prynne,+ the most learned and most laborious 
of lawyers, contemplated a consolidation, by himself, 
of the whole of the Statute Law. But a permanent 


commission must either be a merely consultative body 
(in which case a commission is not wanted at all); or 
a suggestive body, to prepare measures to be introduced, 
discussed, and passed like ordinary bills ; or a legislative 


body, whose decrees are to be registered by Parliament, and 
thereafter to bear the name of Statutes. 

A commission with legislative powers is out of the ques- 
tion. A permanent board to draft bills would obviously be 
of no use, unless it possessed an absolute monopoly of that 
branch of conveyancing. The reiterated failures of our 
numerous Criminal Law and Consolidation Commissions 
may be cited as proofs of this; while the Fines and Re- 
coveries Act, and numerous other statutes which could be 
mentioned, seem to demonstrate that the best legislation on 
any one subject is to be obtained by entrusting the carrying 
out of the legislative changes which have been resolved on, 
to the one individual draftsman best qualified for the work 
by. his previous knowledge of the particular subject to be 
dealt with. é 

Legislation on any particular subject cannot, however, be 
properly called the best, unless it be perfectly consistent with 
all the rest of our legislation. This consistency of legislation 
ought evidently to be obtained before anything like definite 
consolidation is attempted, and it appears to be generally 

eed that it can be obtained only by an effectual revision of 
all bills introduced into Parliament—that is to say, by pro- 
viding the two Houses with some recognised and autho- 
ritative assistance other than that which they now possess, 

This assistance should be given by a Committee of the 
Privy Council, to be called, for the sake of distinction from 
the Judicial, the Legislative Committee—a title, however, 
which does not strictly represent the nature of the functions 
I wish to confer on it. The body should be presided over 
by the Lord Chancellor, so as to occupy towards the Govern- 
ment a position somewhat analogous to that of the Board of 
Trade, the committee of Council for Education, or the Board 
of Health. In its constitution the legislative cémmittee 
should be entirely independent, For it is obvious that any 

* By R. Malcolm Kerr, LL.D. 

+ “Ito the office, where Mr. Prin came to meet about the chest busi- 
ness; and, till company came, did discourse with me a good while in 
the garden about the laws of England, telling me the main faults in 
them ; and, among others, their obscurity through roultitude of long 
statutes, which he is about to abstract out of all of a sort; and ashe 
lives, and Parliaments serve, get them put into laws, and the other 
statutes repealed, and then it will be a short work to know the law,” — 
Pepys’ Diary, April 25, 1666, 








board, formed merely to revise the bills, or put into sha 
the decrees of the Government, or in any way made divest 
dependent on the Government, could be of no use te the two 
Houses in their legislative capacity ; and the legislative 
committee being a body which may be consulted by either 
House, or by any member of either House who has ¢ of 
a bill, it is essential that it be so constituted as to be able to 
give a perfectly independent opinion on all the matters which 
may be submitted to it. 

This committee would also constitute a species of council 
to the Lord Chancellor, which might undertake an effec. 
tive superintendence of our annual legislation, by formally 
reporting on the probable legal effect of any proposed legis. 
tation, and wherein it might fall short of the objects con. 
templated by the Legislature. In thus exercising an 
almost obsolete function of its president, the Lord Chan. 
cellor, the committee would become a recognised assistance 
to the Government and the Legislsture. 

The Legislative Committee should, as above stated, be a 
body to exercise some of the functions of a minister of jus. 
tice, and therefore to be presided over by the Lord Chancellor, 
But it must have a permanent vice-president, and one or 
more permanent secretaries, whose whole time should be de. 
voted to the performance of the various duties of their offices, 
The vice-president should, if possible, have some know. 
ledge.of the Roman law, an acquaintance with modem 
continental codes, and above all, a familiarity with the his. 
tory, as well as theory and practice of the laws of England. 

The Committee, such as I have in view, should include 
not only all the learned persons now forming the Judicial 
Committee, but, in addition, privy councillors familiar with 
the laws of Scotland and of Ireland, and such other privy 
councillors as the Crown might specially cg in order 
to secure for the public service the best legal knowledge 
and the greatest judicial experience which the United King- 
dom can produce. The law officers of the Crown for 
England, Scotland, and Ireland should all of them be re- 
quired to assist this body with their advice. Thus con- 
stituted, such a committee would be, not only an inde- 
pendent, but an authoritative assistance to the Legislature, 

The functions of this committee should be consultative 
merely ; that is to say, either House should have power to ob- 
tain the opinion of the committee on any bill, the principle 
of which had, by a second reading, been approved of. This 
should be part of the formal order of the House committin 
the bill. When the report of the committee was obtained 
authoritative as it might be as a legal opinion, it would still 
be for the Legislature to act upon that report or not, as it 
thought fit. 

The duties of the committee should be restricted to bills, 
the principle of which has been approved of by one branch 
of the Legislature: to avoid the confusion, and even failure, 
in our legislation which now arises from the fact that instead 
of the Legislature being called on to settle principles only, its 
attention is almost invariable directed to the consideration 
of a mass of details; it has not only to decide what shall be 
done, but how, when, where, and by whom it shall be done, 
and what shall be paid for the work. 

As Government measures would in practice be reported 
on before they were introduced into Parliament, the Chan- 
cellor would thus, by means of this legislative committee, 
exercise a careful supervision over their details; and as all 
alterations in the law of any importance are made by Go- 
vernment bills, he would, in effect, exercise the same super- 
vision over the whole of our annual legislation. 

But the legislative committee should moreover be a sub- 
stitute for many of the commissions of inquiry periodically 
issued under the Great Seal; that is to say ;—without, how- 
ever, in any way superseding commissions of emg! in pro- 
per cases—the legislative committee should be the real 
officina justicie of the Lord Chancellor; the Chancellor 
should no longer be obliged, in self dafence, to oppose the 
vis inertie of the woolsack to all minor or individual com- 
plaints: but any complaint of defects in the law made 
to him should at once be referred for examination to the 
legislative committee. Let it but be known thatit is a re 
cognised part of the duties of the Government to inquire into 
and remedy grievances of this character, and the legislative 
committee will have no lack of employment. It will soon 
receive communications from all quarters as to alleged defects 
in the laws of England, of Ireland, and of Scotland. When 
any defects are, after proper investigation, found to exist, 
and a remedy is therefore required ; in applying this remedy, 
the great national object of an entire assimilation of the 
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of the three kingdoms,not enly in principle, but in pro- 
cedure, might be kept steadily in view, and our legislation 
—hitherto, at best, piecemeal—would be directed, through- 
out to the ultimate object of codification. 

This might be done without the proposed committee 
assuming, at any time or in any form, legislative functions. 
Jt isonly when legislation has been resolved on; when, 
after inquiry, the legislative committee has reported on the 
existence of an alleged defect in the law, and the Govern- 
ment has resolved to apply a remedy; when the principle 
of the billand its objects are defined; that the committee 
should be called upon authoritatively to advise on the form 
and effect of the bill by which the proposed object is to b 
attained. It is difficult, no doubt, to draw the line betwee® 
consultative and legislative action in such a case, but ” 
will be seen that the operations of the legislative committe® 
need not, and will not, in any way clash with those of th® 
two Houses. , 

It may be said that the committee could not possibly 
overtake all bills read a second time, so as to admit of their 
being properly —— on, and being afterwards amended 
and passed in the same session. ut all Government 
measures would, in practice, be considered and reported on 
before they were introduced into Parliament. The bills of 
private members which reach a second reading are few in 
mumber, and a portion of the time of the committee could 
thus always, during the session, be devoted to a considera- 
tion of the private members’ bills. All bills whatever, 
and amendments on bills, should have a consideration by 
the legislative committee, concurrently with that of the 
committee of the House to which the bill was referred. 
This would produce a more regular and systematic legisla- 
tion than we have of late been subject to. There might be 
delay and inconvenience at first, but the proposed com- 
mittee would soon acquire great facility in dealing with the 
matters submitted to it, and in excluding all consideration 
of matters not within its cognisance. The proposed com- 
mittee should not interfere in any way with the present 


system of departmental drafting, or with the right of every 
member to lay a bill, drawn under his own directions, on 
the table of either House ; its duties would be confined to 
peering on proposed legislation: but the mere effect of 
bi 


being liable to being subjected to this examination 
would lead inevitably to the adoption by all draftsmen of 
the language of legislation which had been already approved 
of by the board ; and that this uniformity in the language 
of legislation would be of itself an immense gain to the 

ublic. 

: It should be part of the duties of the staff of the com- 
‘mittee to note up, for immediate reference, every statutory 
change as it occurred, to keep a minute of every defect in 
the law as it was ascertained and remedied, to register 
every judicial decision of our different tribunals bearing 
upon the language of the statute law. The committee 
should have the appointment, superintendence, and removal 
-of authorised reporters to all the courts of the United King- 
dom, whose reports should be produced at the public ex- 
pense: they could be sold, I believe, ata price which would 
repay all the expense of production, and yet render them 

of acquisition to the whole body of the lawyers. * 
“No Act of Parliament is requisite to call into existence 
this body. It can be created by an Order in Council (to be 
issued on an address of both Houses), and, if it fail on trial, 
dit can be as easily dissolved. This is the best proof of its 
perfectly constitutional character, Once created, an order 
of each of the Houses of Parliament, directing all bills read 
-a second time to be submitted to it, sets its machinery in 
motion. There may be friction at first, but a “very short 
experience would either remedy the defects of the institu- 
tion, or show that other means must be found of obtaining 
the great objects sought for in its establishment. 


APPENDIX. 

Extract from the Address of the Right Hon. JossrH NAPIER 
to the Jurisprudence Section of the National Association 
for the Promotion of Social Science, at the Congress in 
Dublin, in August, 1861. 

**Two centuries and a half have elapsed since the amend- 
ment of the law e the attention of Lord Bacon; and, 
in succeeding times, Hale and Pyrnne, Bentham and Mack- 
intosh, Romilly and Brougham, coo kept on foot a stand- 
ang protest against the complexity, the incoherence, the 


* A precious set of reports they would soon become.—Ep, S, J. 








still graver defects, of a system of laws which ought tobe a 
model of jurisprudence for the civilised world. Lord Bacon’s 
elevated and comprehensive mind sketched the outline of a 
great reform : the statute law to be ex purgated, classified, 
and consolidated ; the common law to be digested and metho- 
dized ; a standing commission to be set up in aid of current 
legislation. In later times commissions for the occasion have 
been impulsively appointed, and have been used rather (as I 
may say) to stop some troublesome leak than for sufficient 
repair. This iative policy has but postponed the de- 
mand for an adequate remedy. The remedy which has been 
a ag by our President, and which he has so often and so 
ably advocated—which the late Lord Langdale pressed upon 
the attention of Parliament—which, in 1846, was brought 
under the notice of the late Sir Robert Peel, and was after- 
wards adopted by that able and provident statesman as a 
part of the comprehensive plan which he suggested for re- 
constructing the Executive Government of Ireland, this re- 
medy was ultimatelyJapproved by the House of Commons. 
‘*In the Session of 1857 an address to the Queen was pre- 
sented by the House, towhich a gracious answer was promptly 
sent by her Majesty, which led us to oes that a 
department of administration for the affairs of public jus- 
tice would soon be constituted. The importance of such 
a department has grown into a necessity; and, after 
the repeated conferences which I have had with statesmen 
and jurists, and the suggestions which I have received from 
those who have given to the subject the thought which 
it deserves, I feel myself warranted in saying that such a 
department might be constructed at any time, in complete 
consistency with the prerogative of the Crown, the pre- 
cedence of the Lord Chancellor, the independence of the 
judges, and the privileges of Parliament. It is competent 
to the Crown to appoint a committee of council for the 
affairs of public justice. There is a committee for trade, 
another for education, and a judicial committee. Over 
the new committee the Lord Chancellor, as the great 
minister of justice, would properly preside, in the ab- 
sence of the president of the council. The chancellorshi 
of the duchy of Lancaster might remunerate a vice-presi- 
dent of the committee, whose undivided attention might 
be given to jurisprudence and the amendmentof the law. 
By an Order in Council, business relating to the affairs of 
public justice might be referred to this committee. It is 
now on allowed that it is needful to collect, register, 
and digest the results of experience as to the working 
of the law; and, therefore, judicial statistics should be 
periodically collected by and recorded in this depart- 
ment. These would be obtained from the several courts of 
justice, and might be accompanied by such remedial or 
other suggestions as the judges or officers of these courts 
might think fit to add. Defects in the law would thus be 
disclosed, remedies would be discovered, obscurities arising 
from imperfect legislation (which underthe present system, 
rather provoke satirical exposure than induce remedial 
comment) might hereafter be noticed for the plain purpose of 
a tamendment. The course of judicial decision might 
e followed, and when its authority might seem question- 
able, either from a conflict of judicial opinion, or the dis- 
approval of the profession, or when it would be found at 
variance with the known intention of the Legislature, or 
the current opinions of some class whose interests were 
specially involved ; in these and like cases the attention of 
the committee would be directed to the subject. It would 
also, from time to time, be directed to the digested results 
of the statistics obtained from the courts, and would be 
enabled, at stated intervals, to make a report to the Crown 
on the state of the law as administered by the Courts, and 
lay the foundation of such remedial measures as the Govern- 
ment would then feel it to be their — to submit to Par- 
liament. I feel myself justified, on the present occasion, 
in pressing on your attention the importance of having such 
a department as I have suggested. I have had the cordial 
and consistent support of far] Russell, both in the House of 
Commons and in this association; and the very eminent 
jurist, the 5 ye Lord Chancellor of England, in the 
address which he delivered on vacating the office of Presi- 
dent of the Judicial Society, on the 21st of February, 1859, 
has pronounced the establishment of a department of 
justice to be the very foundation of an improved system of 
jurisprudence. If, indeed, jurisprudence have a moral 
aspect, if it be an inductive science, we must have recourse 
to the method by which other branches of inductive science 
have been advanced since the time of Lord Bacon.” 
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EQUITY. 
SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION. 
Drummond v. Drummond, 15 W. R. 267. 

Lord Chancellor Westbury’s decisions seem to be dis- 
appearing, one by one, from the records of the law. 
Thus in Gilbert v. Lewis, 11 W. RB. 223, his Lordship’s 
broad decisiou, that the limitation of property to “the 
sole use and benefit’ of a woman without the interposi- 
tion of trustees did not constitute a separate use, has 
been narrowed by the decisions in Re Zarsey’s Trust, 14 
W. R. 474, where Vice-Chancellor Wood held that the 
words “own sole use and benefit absolutely,” when ap- 
plied to a married woman, though without the interposi- 
tion of trustees, were sufficient to raise a separate use: 
Green vy. Brittan, 1 D. J. S. 649, where the Lords Jus- 
tices distinguished Gilbert v. Lewis, in such a manner as 
practically to reduce the value of that decision to a mini- 
mum, and we have noticed that it has been queried by 
Mr. Joshua Williams in the last edition of his work on 
Personal Property. We are bound, however, to say that 
Gilbert v. Lewis has been followed by Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley in Lewis v. Matthews, 14 W.R. 682, and by the 
Court of Appeal in Ireland in Massy v. Hayes, 15 W. BR. 
376. A more important and complete reversal of his 
Lordship’s law is to be found in the above case of Drum- 
mond v. Drummond, in which the full Court of Appeal 
decided, that service on adefendant out of the jurisdiction, 
under Consolidated Order x, rule 7, might be effected, 
whatever was the subject matter of the suit. Whereas 
Lord Westbury had held on three several occasions, that 
no such service was effectual unless the suit related either 
to land or Government Securities, within the words of 
2 Will. 4, c. 33, and 4 & 5 Will. 4,c. 82. The history of 
the subject is as follows:—Before the Acts last men- 
tioned the practice stood thus—Subpenas could be 
served out of the jurisdiction of the court ; and if the 
party served appeared to the suit in consequence of the 


service, the service was effectual and the suit could pro- 
ceed ; but if the party did not choose to appear, the suit 
could not be proceeded with as against him. Under these 
circumstances the 2 Will. 4, c. 83, empowered the court 
in any suit relating to land, an order for service upon a 
defendant in any part of the United Kingdom or Ireland, 


service was to be effectual. This remedy was extended 
by 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 82, to all suits, the subject matter of 
which was either a charge upon land, government stock, 
or shares in publiccompanies, Then followed the 3 & 4 
Vict. c. 94, which gave power to the Lord Chancellor of 
England, with the advice and consent of the Master of 
the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellor of England, or one of 
them, to make such alterations as should seem expedient 
in the forms and mode of proceeding in chancery, and in 
the general practice of the court in relation thereto, and 
to embody such alterations in rules or orders; which 
rules or orders were to be laid before Parliament, and 
unless objected to within a limited time by either House of 
Parliament were to be “ of like force and effect as if the 
provisions contained therein had been expressly enacted by 
Parliament.” Under this authority the General Orders 
of 1845 were put forth. They were drawn up, as 
stated by Lord Justice Turner in the present case, by a 
committee consisting of Lord Langdale, Lord Kingsdown 
(then Mr. Pemberton Leigh), Vice-Chancellor Wigram, 
and the present Lord Justice Turner himself. They were 
approved and put forth by Lord Lyndhurst, then Lord 
Chancellor, and the Vice-Chancellor of England. They 
were laid before Parliament, and not being objected to, 
received the force of an Act of Parliament. The 33rd of 
these Orders empowered the Court, when the defendant 
in any suit was out of the jurisdiction, whether resident 
in some other part of the United Kingdom or abroad, to 
allow service to be made upon him, which service was to 
be effectual, so as to bind him by all the subsequent pro- 
ceedings in the suit. This order was slightly altered in 
a few immaterial points, but substantially re-issued as 





rule 7 of Order x of the present Consolidated Orders, It 
appears that the committee by whom the Orders were 
drawn up, carefully considered the question whether Order 
33 was warranted by the statute 3 & 4 Vict. c. 94, and 
concluded thatitwas. Soin Whitmore v. Ryan, 4 Hare, 612, 
Vice-Chancellor Wigram expressly decided that thig 
applied to ali suits, whether within the scope of 2 Will. 4, 
c. 88, and 4 & 5 Will. 4,c. 82,or not. This view wag 
approved by Lord Cottenham in Blenkinsopp v. Blen- 
hinsopp, 2 Ph. 1. It was the general understanding of 
the profession, and was repeatedly acted upon. Nor did 
anything occur tocast a doubt upon its correctness, until 
the case of Cookney v. Anderson, 11 W. R. 628, where 
Lord Westbury, to the surprise of the whole profession, 
laid it down that Order x, rule 7, applied only to caseg 
within the scope of 2 Will. 4, c. 33,and4 & 5 Will. 4, 
c. 82, that is to say to suits relating to land in England, 
Government Stock, and shares. His Lordship in his judg. 
ment laid down, that international law forbad, or at least 
diseouraged, the assumption of jurisdiction by the Courts of 
one country over persons resident in another. We do 
not, however, understand his Lordship to say that he 
rested his decision upon this ground. And, indeed, it is 
clear that supposing an Act of Parliament to require the: 
Court to act in a manner directly opposed either to the 
comity of nations, or to the direct precepts of interna- 
tional law, it would not be for the Court to disobey, 
His Lordship seems rather to have been of opinion that 
rule 33 of the Orders of 1845 was not warranted by the 
statute, which authorised the making of those Orders, 
and that it had derived no additional validity from its in- 
corporation in the present General Orders. The judges 
of the courts below were at first slow to follow a decision 
80 directly opposed to previous authority and to the prac- 
tice of the Court. In Steele v. Stuart,1 H. & M. 798,. 
Vice-Chancellor Wood dissented from the observations of 
the Lord Chancellor in Cookney v. Anderson, and de- 
clined to follow them ; regarding them as extra-judicial, 
and the Master of the Rolls took the same course in Curtiss 
v.Grant,9 Jur. N.S. 766. However, Lord Westbury, in Foley 
v. Maillardet, 12 W. R. 355, reiterated his former opinion 
and expressly decided accordingly, In Samuel v. Rogers,1 
De G. J. 8.396, his Lordship was asked to allow the point 
to be re-argued before the Full Court. Many judges 
would have hesitated to oppose their own single judg- 
ment to the express authority of Lord Lyndhurst, Lord 
Cottenham, the late Vice-Chancellor of England, the pre- 
sent Master of the Rolls, and Vice-Chancellors Wigram 
and Wood, as well asto the general understanding of the 
profession, and the general practice of the courts. Lord 
Westbury, however, unhesitatingly refused to re-consider 
the question, adding that the Full Court of Appeal had 
no power to depart from his own previous decision, an 
impression in which his Lordship appears to have been 
mistaken. Under these circumstances Vice-Chancellor 
Wood, in Norris v. Cotterell, 5 N. R. 215, considered him- 
self bound to defer to his Lotdship’s authority ; and the 
rule as laid down in Cookney v. Anderson, continued to 
prevail till Vice-Chancellor Stuart, in the present case, 
14 W. R. 829, 2 L. R. Eq. 235, had the boldness to 
refuse to follow it. The same course was taken by 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley in Cory v. Jacobson (14th 
July, 1866); and the point came on to be heard in 
the present case on appeal before the Full Court, 
consisting of the present Lord Chancellor, Lord Justice 
Turner, and the late Lord Justice Knight Bruce. Judg- 
ment was finally delivered by the two first-named of 
these judges, Lord Justice Turner, however, stating that 
the late Lord Justice had in his lifetime expressed his 
full concurrence in the decision now arrived at. Their 
Lordships held, in the first place, that Order 33 of the 
Orders of 1845, was within the powers given to the 
Court by the 3 & 4 Vict. c. 94 ; secondly, that under the 
provisions of that statute it acquired \itself the force of 
an Act of Parliament by being laid before Parliament 
for the prescribed length of time without any objection 
being made to it ; thirdly, that the slight alterations made 





Cae oe 


Bu ES 


RSP PePh S LER? B 


eRe & 


a 


PO RES SM SHOT RRR RR MOR P RP RARMRRSERPRNAP RRP FSaS 


Feb. 23,1867 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








— : 
4n it at the time of its incorporation in the present General 
Orders, didnot affect its validity or annulits powers, and 
that it consequently was to be obeyed toitsfullextent. It 
follows of course that Lord Westbury’s decisions are set 
aside and thatthe old practice is restored. We need not add 
much more. An opinion, which in addition to the long list 
of authoritiesabove enumerated, hasbeen approved by Lord 

e, Lord Kingsdown, Lord Chelmsford, Lord Justices 
Knight Bruce and Turner, and Vice-Chancellors Kindersley 
and Stuart, and practically by Vice-Chancellor Wood, 
needs certainly no support from us. Lord Westbury musi 
now, we think, regret that he should have set his own 
unassisted judgment against so great a consensus of au- 
thorities. His Lordship’s attention was expressly drawn 
to the circumstances under which the orders of 1845 were 
made, and to the fact that they had acquired Parliamentary 
authority; but his answer was (see 1 D. J. S. 393), that, 


' go far as the orders were in excess of the statutory 


powers, they did not become binding merely because 
Parliament did not interfere to eliminate the excess. 
In the words of Vice-Chancellor Wigram in Whitmore v. 
Ryan, 4 Hare, 617, “The material question in judicial 
‘ ings is, whether the defendant has due notice of 
the proceedings so that he may be enabled to come in 
and make his defence, and not whether he receives that 
notice at Boulogne or Dover.” 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorps Justices.) 

Feb. 18, 19.—Re Hawke; Wyman v. Bockett.—This was 
‘a question whether a gentleman named Wyman had ren- 
dered himself liable to pay to Mr. Hawke, solicitor, the cost 
incurred by Mr. Hawke in putting in the answer of a Mr. 
Dolman to a suit instituted againts him and Mr. Wyman by 
the Catholic Publishing Company (Limited). The taxing- 
master had disallowed these costs upon the ground that there 
had been no retainer of Mr. Hawke by Mr. Wyman for the 

se of putting in Mr. Dolman’s answer, and upon ap- 
to Vice-Chancellor Wood, his Honour reversed the de- 
cision of the taxing-master. Mr. Wyman now appealed. 

Mr. Jessel, Q.C., and Mr. Ince, appeared for Mr. Wyman; 
Mr. Willcock, Q.C., and Mr. Osborne, for Mr. Hawke. 

Their Lorpsuirs held that the evidence did not prove that 
Mr. Hawke was either generally retained by Mr. Wyman to 
defend the above suit on behalf of Mr. Dolman, or specially 
employed by Mr. Wyman to put in Mr. Dolman’s answer. 

hey therefore reversed the Vice-Chancellor’s order, and 
‘disallowed the costs.in question. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Feb. 20.—In Re R, J, Abdott.—An immediate order of 
discharge was granted to the bankrupt, a solicitor of Worship- 
street, 


Mr. Brough supported. 

Feb 21.—In ve H, H. Beckitt.—This was a sitting for ex- 
amination and discharge. The bankrupt was an attorney 
and solicitor, of 39, Moorgate-street, and of Dovercourt, 
near Harwich. The statutory accounts have not been filed, 
but the preliminary list returns the debts at £1,630. 

Mr. Doyle, who —— asked for an allowange. There 
would be an estate of about £200, and the bankrupt had 
given the assignees all the assistance in his power. 

An allowance of £15 was consented to. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner WINSLOW.) 

In re W. A, S. Pemberton—An immediate order of dis- 
charge was granted to this bankrupt, who was a solicitor and 
commission agent, of Pinner’s-court, Old Broad-street. The 
debts and liabilities are £29,740 ; against property held as 
eeny, £11,500; good debts, £4,000; doubtful ditto, 

Mr. Lucas supported. 





There arein France upwards of 2,000 prisons and houses of 
correction, and the average number of people of both sexes 
confined in them is 55,000. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


ATTORNEYS AS GOVERNMENT COLLECTORS. 

Sir,—-I beg heartily to endorse the valuable s tion 
contained in your issue of January 26th, p. 292, that we 
should be allowed a percentage on duties and stamps, ac- 
counted for through the influence of solicitors. Unfortunately 
it appears to be’considered as rather too good a joke by those 
in power whenever we attempt a movement, having for its 
object the reduction of the taxes on our profession, or the 
increase of our remuneration, and hence our applications 
are never complied with, if indeed they are ever seriously 
considered. In the present instance, 1 think the object is 
mutual gain, without loss to either side, and therefore, it is 
to be hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer will be wise 
enough to adopt the suggestion. 

It is well known by all in the profession that we have 
frequently numerous opportunities of procuring the payment 
of — and duties, which would otherwise never be ac- 
counted for. 

It is utterly impossible for any official, sitting in Somerset 
House, to discover in how many instances, in remote parts 
of the Kingdom, the Government is defrauded of its dues, or 
through either ignorance or neglect, large sums remain unac- 
counted for. 

Solicitors are not at present under any legal obligation to 
turn informers, and it is therefore not to be expected that 
they should interest themselves in filling the national 
exchequer with duties and impositions, for the payment of 
which they do’nt even get thanked, but on the contrary, for 
their interference frequently lose valuable clients. 

ATTORNEY. 





THe New JvupGEs. 

Sir,—I have carefully read the letter of ‘‘a managing 
clerk” in your last number, and whether it is owing to my 
stupidity or prejudice, I cannot say, but I confess that I 
entirely failed to appreciate the force of his reasoning, or to 
see the propriety or practicability of his suggestions. He 
asks, ‘‘Are the reports of decisions at Wisi Prius of 
authority?” I answer, they are toa certain extent; butit is 
well known that no judge would feel himself bound by them 
in the same way as hy decisions of the judges sitting in 
Banco; and this, no doubt, for the obvious reason that the 
latter are the deliberate result of deep and thoughtful con- 
sideration by several minds of large powers, whereas the 
former are necessarily the ill-considered conclusions of one 
judge, unassisted by the matured and careful judgments of his 
brethren. No doubt it sometimes happens when a judge at 
Nisi Prius has any doubt about a point, he consults his 
brother judge in the next court; but the result of so brief 
and hasty an interview cannot, in the nature of things, be so 
satisfactory as when several judges pronounce their opinions 
after cautious and careful deliberation. The fact, however, 
of such conferences at Nist prius shows that, in the opinion 
of such judges, two heads are better than one; and that much 
being granted, I think one may safely conclude for himself, 
that three or more heads are better than one, supposing of 
course, that neither nature nor cultivation has rendered such 
heads of very unequal calibre. 

The next argument is somewhat more specious and plaus- 
ible: ‘‘if one judge in Chancery is able to adjudicate on the 
most important matters, he ought to be able to do so also at 
Common Law.” This, however, is almost the same argument 
as the former, and I might therefore apply the same test to 
it. I will, however, meet it in a different way. Sup 
we were to adopt your correspondent’s suggestion and have 
one common law judge deciding oe which are now 
usually settled by four. What would be the probable con- 
sequence? I think it petty clear that a dissatisfied 
litigant would be very unlikely to yield the same deference 
to the decision, as if the united opinions of four judges were 
against him ; he would not be by any means so convinced that 
the law was against him. The consequence of this would 
be, that where there is now one appeal to the Exchequer 
Chamber, there would be about as many more as the 
number of judges would be less, and thus the appellate 
business wale be quadrupled; and it would then be 
necessary to provide for this in the same way as it is now 
necessary to provide for the arrears of business in other 
quarters. I admit that the opinions of the jndges in Banco 
are not now always unanimous. But I think, as a general 
rule, they are, or at least, three to one ; and the fact that, 
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where they are not unanimous, the unsuccessful pate 
generally appeals, shows how much greater regard is shown 
to the opinion of several judges than to that of one. 

It occurred to me to est that one judge out of each 
court might hear and decide on points in Banco, and that 
the three other judges could act as a court of appeal from him, 
the court of Exchequer Chamber being still over them as at 
present ; but then I am met by the consideration that the 
number of appeals would in that case be trebled or quad- 
rupled, and that thus the time of the one judge would be 
-practically thrown away. Under these circumstances I can- 
not help thinking that the time and trouble of the one 
jndse would be much more wisely given in assisting the de- 

iberations of his brother judges. Lex. 





Monet Law ReEportine. 

Sir,—I subscribe both to the above and the Law Reports, 
and I like to see fair play. 

The gentleman who wrote the article in your Journal of 
this day’s date on ‘* Model Law Reporting” should, I think, 
make some allowance for possible slips or mistakes, and 
would have done well, I think, to have seen whether the 
obvious error at the end of the report in question had not 
been corrected at the first opportunity. This I find to have 
been the case, for in the February part 1 find prefixed to 
the Common Pleas reports a slip of paper—*‘ Erratum: 
Common Pleas, p. 12, line 20, for ** Rule discharged ” read 
** Rule absolute.” 

A Svusscrrser To THE Law Reports 
AND SouiciTors’ JOURNAL. 

[We were not aware of the correction, or we would have 
mentioned it in a note to the letter in question, which is 
not our ‘‘article ;"" but the mistake referred to being but 
one, and by no means the most serious, of the defects ob- 
jected to, this error upon the writer’s part seems to affect 
the gist of the letter but little—Epb.S. J.] 





Speciric Lreacy. 

Sir,—-In answer to ‘‘?” I submit that the second watch 
referred to would not pass under the description of ‘‘ my 
gold hunting watch.” The case would depend entirely upon 
the nature of a specific legacy and the 24th section of the 
Statute of Wills. A specific legacy is defined to be ‘“‘a 
bequest of a specific part of a testator’s personal estate.” 
In the case put by your correspondent the testator evidently 
referred to the specific watch which belonged to him, and to 
indicate this he uses the words ‘‘my gold watch,” or the 
watch now belonging to me, and of which I have the pro- 
petty. He individualised the article and showed that it 
was a thing in existence at the date of the will. Such being 
the case it cannot, I think, be held that the second watch 
came within the specific description contained in the 
bequest. The 24th section of the Wills Act closes by saying 
*‘ nnless a contrary intention appear by the will,” and the 
individualisation of the watch and the specific description 
gre to it would be sufficient to show a contrary intention. 

Jarman’s Conveyancing (Wills), p. 459 (n. a.), this is 
illustrated as follows:—‘‘ A gift to my son Charles would 
not entitle another son born after the death of the first 
Charles and called by his name . . So a gift of 
**my black horse,” or ‘‘my house in Russell-square,” is 
meant tou pore a single horse or house, viz., the one then 
possessed by the testator.” 

It is in most cases a question of intention, but in case of 
ambiguity the Court may look out of the will to determine 
the specific article referred to. And I think your correspon- 
dent would find that it would be held the case supposed 
would come within the exceptions to the 24th section of the 
Wills Act. ) 

Law Reportinc. 

Sir,—The letter of ‘‘ A Delighted Subscriber to the Law 
Reports ” which appeared in your last number, very properly 
exposes one of the most absurd and defective reports I ever 
read. I remember having read the report of that case in 
the LawReports, (so called), and I remarked the flagrant 
blanders and rediculous absurdities which your correspon- 
dent has — out, but I think he may have noticed 
another “‘beauty” in it. It occurs in the report of Serjeant 
Ballantine's argument, where he is represented to have said 
that the offending dog could not be the property of any of 
the servants of the railway company, secing that he worried 
a cat belonging to the station master a short time previously. 


‘because it was never said. 





—= 
I can scarcely believe that the learned Serjeant would haye 
uttered anything so absurd. The idea of a porter’s 
being necessarily on such good terms with every other 
domestic animal belonging to any officer of the com 
could only have emanated from ——, well certainly not from 
the learned Serjeant.* I have looked over the other re 
of this case and not one of them contains anything to this 
effect. Perhaps this however may have arisen | Bod the 
carelessness or inadvertence of the other reporters, and, if 80, 
I would readily beg the pardon of the gentleman whose report 
I should in that case have unjustly assailed. But it seems 
more likely that the other reporters have not noticed it 
Certainly, if Mr. Serjeant 
Ballantine gave expression to anything so ludicrously 
feeble, I should at once divest myself of that respect for 
his talents which I have hitherto entertained. 

If, as I said before, I am wrong, I am ready to acknow. 
ledge my error ; but if I am right, what satisfaction will the 
legal public receive? Of course, things remain in statu 
qo; no one will probably think it worth his while to offer 
palliation for such defects as those noticed. There is no 
doubt that the proprietors of the Law Reports can now 
afford to listen quietly to everything said against them, no 
matter with what justice. Such is one of the evils of 
placing an irresponsible authority in any department of 
power. ANTI-Monopoty. 


ARTICLED CLERKS. 

Lenox presents his oe to the editor, and 
would feel obliged if he will please inform him what sub- 
jects clerks to attorneys are compelled to pass an examina. 
tion upon, previous to their entering into terms of article. 
ship, and likewise previous to their being admitted attor~ 


neys, and how many years they are obliged to serve ? 

[‘* Lenox” will find the answer to his first question at p. 
312; to his second question at p. 259; and to his third 
question in the statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, ss. 2—7.—Ep, 
8. J. 





RE-ARRANGEMENT OF THE LEGAL YEAP, 

Sir,—I have read with entire sympathy the latter of 
‘* Augustus” in your last number. It is difficult to add any 
forceto the arguments he uses against depriving us of the 
most valuable part of the long vacation, But I would likete 
ask what is there to prevent the vacation commencing earlier 
and ending earlier. Ifweare not to have three months, why 
not let us have the whole of August and let Michaelmas term 
commence earlier in consequence, There is no doubt that 
August is sadly misspent in close courts, particularly in the 
metropolis, whereas the advanced part of autumn is not 80 
intolerable in town. On the contrary, I, for one, rather like 
London when the weather begins to chill. I hope those 
into whose hands the arrangement of the legal year may fall, 
will take these considerations into account. The Mealth of 
the members of the profession depends in a great measure on the 
nature of such arrangements, and therefore these questions 
should be considered with some solicitude. I believe there 
is nothing more detrimental to bodily vigour than to sit for 
hours perspiring in the atmosphere of crowded and often ill- 
ventilated courts. What a difference must it make if the 
same time is spent breathing the pure air of the country, 
whether in Ragland or abroad? ‘The same could not be said 
of the cooler part of the autumn ; that indeed is much more 
tolerable in court than the torrid periods during which we 
are now consigned to involuntary turkish baths, which, ale 
though afforded gratis, yet have not the usual advantage of 
making one’s person clean. It is to be hoped that this ques- 
tion, like that of the construction of the new courts of law, 
will receive a satisfactory adjustment. PusLicos. 

[We sincerely hope that the writer's suggestion will not be 
adopted. Fancy leaving the first fortnight of the pheasant 
shooting for the sake of saving a few hot days to loiter at the: 
seashore ! Absit omen,—Ed, 8. J.] 





Wiis Act— Lapse. 

Sir, —I have rather a peculiar case now res i atten- 
tion, which, to my mind, is rendered very different by the con- 
struction of section 83 of the Wills Act. The case is:—A., 
by his will, bequeaths a legacy of £1,000 to his son James, 
shontutely: James dies in testator’s lifetime, leaving a son 








*We believe the Serjeant was'guilty of the Joke in question, as a joke, 
and rounderstood, But the reporter should have known Letter than 
to reproduce it.—Ed. 8, J, 
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as, who dies in testator’s lifetime, leaving a pos- 
saad son. The question which obviously arises in this 
case is whether the legacy lapses or whether the lapse is 
prevented by the above section of the Wills Act. On refer- 
ing to it I find the construction, as applied to the above 
case, very different, and should feel very much obliged to 
any of your readers who could ay 4 me out of the difficulty. 
The words of the section are, that if the legatee ‘should 
die in the lifetime of testator, leaving issue, and any sucH 
issue of such person should be living at the time of the 
death of the testator.” Now does the word ‘‘such’’ neces- 
sitate that the identical issue of James in the above case, 
ic, Thomas, ‘‘should beliving atdeath of testator,” and thus 
exclude his posthumous son; or do the words generally 
allude merely to any issue of the legatee, and thus confer 
the legacy upon the son of Thomas. The word ‘‘such” is 
used in the same manner in section 32, referring to the 
lapse of estates tail. I should be glad to be referred to any 
decided case or cases upon the point. 

A STUDENT. 





Tue New Law Covers. 

Sir,—Will you allow me to correct what seems to be an 
inaccuracy in your description of my design, in last week’s 
Solicitors’ Journal ? You state that my internal streets are 
about the width of Chancery-lane at the Union Bank. 
From the Ordnance map I find that Chancery-lane at that 
point is from 30 to 84 feet wide. My streets are 53 feet 
wide, or about the width of the roadway (including foot- 
paths) on the east and west sides of Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
which, on the Ordnance map, are shown 56 feet wide. 

ALFRED WATERHOUSE. 

Sir,—I do hope that in the New Courts some better pro- 
vision for the ingress and egress of solicitors will be provided 
than now exists in any of our courts. At present the 

eral public enter at the same doorway (not admittedly, 
fut as a fact), and the consequence is, that on any important 
case occupying the court, solicitors have the greatest 
difficulty in getting to their places. I think the remedy is 
to compel solicitors to wear gowns as is now usual for them 
todo in most County Courts, and no one unless so robed 
should be allowed to enter by that particular entrance, 
except their clerks with papers; this would effectually stop 
mere spectators interfering with the progress of business, 

‘“Melius est in tempore occurrere, quam post causam 
vulneratam remedium querere.” 

AN ATTORNEY. 

[The plans all propose separate entrances for the profes- 
sion, and most of them exclude the general public altogether 
from the body of the courts. Solicitors will have to satisfy 
the  arpunere on duty of their identity, but this they can 
easily do without the strange device suggested. In County 
Courts they wear gowns as advocates, and there is there 
more excuse for the practice, though we do not admire 
it,—Ed. S, J.] 





EvIpENCeE. 


Sir,—The importance of all restrictions upon the admis- 
sion of evidence must be my excuse for the following re- 
marks upon a subject on which I have always felt very 
strongly.. Large amendments have of recent years been 
made in our laws, by admitting evidence formerly excluded, 
and all who are acquainted with the injustice often sustained 
before such ousilneaio were made, are sensible of the 
benefits which they have wrought. Why do we not follow 
these amendments to the end, and determine that'interest 
shall in no case be a ground for the exclusion of any person's 
evidence,* and that no criminal shall be Pre 8 of his 
right to be heard? + The primary object of evidence 
being to ascertain the truth in regard to the issues to be 
tried. All testimony which might in any degree } serve 
to manifest the truth, ought to be received, unless the 
clearest necessity is shown for its exclusion. 

The grounds on which the evidence of persons interested 
was excluded, seem to have been that such persons might 
commit perjury §, and that if they did, juries might be misled, 
That is, it must have been assumed that a majority of men, 
if in any way interested in the issues under trial, would 

* It is not so in any case that we know of.—Ed. S, J. 

+ 1.0., His liability to be tortured into a confession.—Ed. S, J, 

No. Not unless it would more probably be true than false.— 


$ And experience shows that they do so daily,—Ed. 8, J. 








rather perjure themselves than speak the truth, and 

supposition was allowed, without its accuracy ever having 
been tested, to work the most apparent injustice for many 
years. There was a severe law which would probably have 
deterred many who might otherwise have been tempted to 
commit perjury, but the injustice of assuming, without any 
experience of the fact, that the majority of suitors would 
be intentional perjurers, and, on that assumption, excluding 
the most obvious source of information, needs no comment. 

The objection of the assumed incompetency of the jury 
was, if possible, more absurd than the other. Can the in- 
competency of a judge ever be a reason why a suitor shalb 
not use all means to gain his cause? Even assuming that 
it could be so, the tribunal should have been first tested, its 
efficiency raised to the highest point, and then, if from 
actual experience, it was clear that in the majority of cases 
perjury was committed and the jury misled, there might 

ave been some pretext for depriving innocent suitors of 
what seems a plain natural right.* 

The cases in which the exclusion still prevails, are pos- 
sibly those in which perjury is more likely to be committed 
than in others, but we are justified in assuming from the 
experience of the recent amendments of the law, that the 
removal of the restriction in those cases would be beneficial 
as well as just.t 

The evidence of persons in criminal proceedings is ex- 
cluded, apparently on the following grounds:—l. The 
humane spirit of our laws, which will force no man to crimi- 
nate himself, and their anxious care to give prisoners a fair 
trial. 2. The danger of perjury and assumed incompetency 
of the tribunal to detect it. 

In answer to the first objection it may be asked: can any 
anxiety of the law to protect the accused justify the re- 
jection of his evidence when he desires the contrary ? 

Is it not his right to meet his accusers on equal terms, 
oath to oath; and, moreover, if he and his advisers are 
willing that he should do so, are they not the best judges of 
his interests. There is also a criminal as well as a civil 
remedy for the same cause, as in cases of libel, trespass and 
nuisance. Here—as the law stands—in the one mode of pro- 
cedure the accuser and accused have equal right; in the 
other, whilst all the force of the prosecutor's oath supports 
his case, the accused must stand mute in the face of state-- 
ments, which in another court he may answer on oath. 

The cases of Mr. Hatch and Mr. Bewick, where each, 
after having being indicted, and, unheard, convicted, after- 
wards indicted his former accusers for perjury, who were 
then found guilty, could hardly have occurred, had all parties 
been heard on the first trials. 

I believe that not one innocent man would ever hesitate 
to claim his right to give evidence if allowed to do so, and 
that if he did, that evidence would in all probability be 
beneficial te him... If so, is not our law, so far as it refuses 
to receive such evidence out of consideration for the prisoner, 
shielding the guilty at the expense of the innocent at the 
same time that it declares its anxious care that no innocent 
person should suffer ? 

As to the second ground of exclusion I have already stated 
my opinion. If once it is admitted as a broad principle 
that the interest of the party shall not preclude his evidence 
being given ; then, although the degree of interest may in- 
crease the tendency to perjury, still no rule can be laid 
down to define the cases in which the probability of perjury 
being committed shall be assumed to exceed the probability 
of the truth being told, and therefore the ground of exclusion 
should not be allowed in criminal any more than in civil 


cases. 

It should also be borne in mind that in some instances 
the interest in a civil criminal proceeding is, as has been 
shown, almost the same as in a civil cause. In many others 
the interests involved are at least equally momentous. 

I only suggest that a prisoner shall be at liberty to tender 
himself for examination, and shall in such ease be subject 
to cross-examination. 

By this means the accused could meet his accusers on 
equal terms. No prejudice would be sustained if he did not 
avail himself of his right, as the prosecution must, by 1 
proof, establish his guilt. The guilty would no longer 





* We don’t see tho right. It is a mere case of expediency. How 
are we most likely to get at the trath? We think the late 
changes, on the whole, an improvement, but — have certainly 
added to the mass of perjury daily committed,—Bd. S$, J. 

t Fe have often given our reasons for holding a different opinion. 
ww Elly On oe 
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screened at the expense of the innocent, and the powerful 
—_ now so often made by counsel on the ground of his 
client’s lips being sealed, would be impossible. 

The course recently adopted by the advisers of Mr. Eyre, 
shows how strongly they felt the disadvantage which he, 
Colonel Nelson, and Lieutenant Brand, would suffer b 
being jointly indicted, and so losing the benefit of eac 
others’ testimony. Mr. Eyre no doubt feels still more keenly 
his own inability to speak for himself, and would court the 

most searching examination. * 

T am aware that much may be urged against my views,.I, 
however, feel so strongly that both justice to the parties 
concerned and the ascertainment of the truth would be pro- 
moted by changes in the rules to which I have referred, 
that I hope ere long to see one general principle extended 
throughout our civil and oimlaat procedure. J. A 


Our INVADERS. 


Srr,—Cannot something be done to stop the present 
‘practice of so-called Trade Protection and Debt Collecting 

ocieties, Accountants, and other invaders of the legal pro- 
fession. There has been of late year great talk of raising 
the educational status of attorneys, so that the profession 
shall be more select. This, in the abstract, I doubt not is 
highly desirable, but at the same time I think something 
should be done also to raise the remuneration of the pro- 
fession, and also more particularly to protect it from a 
whole host of invaders who are continually appropriating 
the most remunerative portion of an attorney’s business. 
These invaders have not received an expensive education, 
nor paid a heavy premium and stamp duty to Government, 
nor do they take out and pay for an annual certificate ; yet 
these Trade Protection Societies contract with tradesmen, 
merchants, &c., to recover their debts and charge them £5 
per cent. on the amount, and, when necessary to adopt legal 
proceedings, which turn out abortive, to charge them costs 
out of pocket only. 
the service of some miserable attorney who barters his pro- 
fessional status to these societies for the purpose of enabling 
them successfully to carry on what I oe a most improper 
occupation. As to their list of Bills of Sale, Warrants of 
Attorney, &c., I say nothing except that, looking at the 
statute I see that for every search made for a Bill of Sale, 
&c., 1s, shall be paid. Whether these so-called!Trade Pro- 
teetion Societies pay 1s. in each individual case, or whether 
they evade by some process the provisions of the Act, I 
know not, but whether or no, the price charged for this list, 
I believe some £3 3s. a year, I think tradesmen and 
merchants would do well to keep in their pockets; for the in- 
formation, such as it is, must be dearly purchased, — 
to houses which do a business of great magnitude. The 
other invaders of our profession, the accountants, assume 
to themselves a position they are not entitled to take, in 
advising insolvent traders, calling meetings of their creditors, 
-and as is lamentably apparent from the revelations as to 
deeds of composition under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
-assisting fraudulent debtors to concoct the necessary 
<amount in number and value of assets to obtain protection. 
I trust that when Parliament takes into its consideration the 
amendment of the present bankruptcy laws, some- 
thing will be done to remedy this very grave offence against 
commercial honesty ; and I take leave to say that if the pro- 
fession is properly protected from these invaders, it will in 
a great measure assist in relieving the honest tradesmen 
from many heavy losses they havesustaiued, and will continue 
to sustain while the present system exists. Accountants con- 
fining themselves to their legitimate occupation are no doubt 
a useful class of men, but when it becomes necessary for a 
trader to stop payment, anything that requires an account- 
ant’s services should be done through the medium of a 
Solicitor. I do not speak wholly for the profession, indeed 
it is chiefly for the protection of trade generally that 1 
would wish to see some restriction put upon our invaders, 

A out SoLiciTor. 





SprciFIc Bequest. 
Sir,—The question put by ‘‘?” in your last number de- 
pends for its solution on the 24th section of the Wills Act 
{1 Vict. c. 26), which enacts that every will is to speak and 





* The illustration is, in our opinion, unfortunate: in this case the 
material facts are all known, and only require legal proof; the only 
point at issue is a point of dry law, where evidence is neither requisite 
nor useful.—Ep. 8. J. 


To enable them to do this they obtain ' 








a 
take effect with reference to the real and personal estate 
comprised in it as if executed immediately before the tes. 
tator’s decease, winless a contrary intention should appear in 
the will. Now the question here is whether, from the lap. 
guage used in making the bequest, there can be gathered 
such a ‘‘ contrary intention.” Ithas been held in Goodlang 
vy. Burnett, cited in Hays’ and Jarman’s ‘‘ Concise Forms,” 
that a gift of ‘‘my new three anda quarter per cent. an. 
nuities ” extended to all such annuities as the testator had 
at his death, though it a ope that he had acquired more 
between the execution of his will and his death. In other 
words, it was held that the language there used was not an 
expression of the ‘‘contrary intention.” But the Vice. 
Chancellor, in giving judgment, said that he might takea 
different view if the property described was not generic, and 
liable to increase sal diminution like the annuities in ques- 
tion. It would seem from this that he would have taken a 
different view of the ry ces here in question. For the gold 
hunting watch cannot be increased or diminished without 
destroying its identity, like the annuities. The soundness 


of the dictum of the Vice-Chancellor in this case has, however, 
been doubted. And I should say that, as the contrary 
intention must appear in the will, it will not be in the power 
of a person to establish such intention by a reference to 
JURISCONSULTUS. 4 


external facts and circumstances. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


GroRGE Kenyon, of Thorne, in the county of York, Gen- 
tleman, to be a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
acknowledgments of deeds by married women. 


Henry TrELAWNY Boonie, of No. 53, Davies-street, 
Berkeley-square, in the county of Middlesex, Gentleman, to 
be a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of deeds by married women, and also a London Com- 
missioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, Feb. 18. 
TuE SUSPENSION OF THE HABEAS Corpus AcT IN IRELAND. 
The Eart or Essex wished to ask the noble earl at the 


| head of the Gevernment whether, considering the present 
' state of Ireland, the recent attempt upon Chester, and the 


fact that on the following day a large number of men con- 
nected with the Fenian movement were arrested in Dublin, 
it was still the opinion of her Majesty’s Government that at 
the end of the present month the suspension of the Habeas 
Corpus Act should cease, He would also venture to express 
a hope, even at the risk of being thought harsh and hard- 
hearted, that any of the rebels who might be caught red- 
handed would be treated with the utmost rigour of the law. 
He would also express a hope that if the military, when 
called upon to act, should be compelled to shed blood, they 
would not do so at the risk of being called to account for 
their conduct before civil tribynals. \ 

The Eart or Lerrrim was understood to say that the 
suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act would be of more 
service in the suppression of Fenianism if applied to the 
manufacturing districts of this country than if continued in 
Ireland. 

The Ear. or Dersy said that the Government had de- 
cidedly no intention of pripeting to suspend the Habeas 
Corpus Act in Chester, he other question he would 
postpone until-the Chief Secretary for Ireland had been 
conferred with as to the treatment of the rebels. o- 
vernment would endeavour wisely to discriminate as to 
their guilt, and would not shrink from punishing the 
leaders with the utmost rigour of the law; but the less 
guilty would not be visited with undue severity. The offi- 
cers could, in the discharge of their duties in suppressing 
these disturbances, rely upon the fullest support from the 
Government, 

Irish RAILWays. 


The Marquis or CLANRICARDE asked when the report of 
the Royal Commission on Railways would be presented, and 
whether the Government had yet considered the applications 
for Government interference in the concerns of Irish rail- 
ways. 
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The EARL OF Derby said that the commissioners had not 
yet made their report, and until the report had been pre- 
sented, the Government could not come to a conelusion 

n the subject. There were many objections to the pro- 
that the Government should undertake the rer 
ment of railway property ; political reasons, such as the 
enormous patronage which would in that case be vested in 
the hands of ministers ; and financial difficulties. As soon 
as the commissioners furnished their report, the Government 
would consider their recommendations, and shape their 
course accordingly. 
The MARQUIS OF CLANRICARDE thought the railway com- 
jes would be very glad to take less for their lines than 
the Act of 1844 prescribed. 

The EArt oF Dersy.—The Act of 1844 fixes the amount 
to be paid by the Government at twenty-five years’ purchase 
of the net receipts. But suppose a railway has received 
nothing, how much will twenty-five years’ purchase of that 


amount to ? oxen 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb. 15. 
Tur ComMISSION ON RAILWAYS. 

In reply to Mr. Pim, 

Mr. WALPOLE said that the report of this commission was 
very nearly completed, and, therefore, in a short time it 
would be laid before the House. 

EXECUTION OF DEEDs. 

Mr. GoLpnery obtained leave to bring in a bill to simplify 
and lessen the expense of the execution of deeds by married 
women, and to amend the law as regards the effect of deeds 
executed under powers of attorney. 

The bill was read a first time. 

Monday, Feb. 18. 
Irish RAILWAYS. 

In reply to Mr. OnMsBy Gore, 

Sir S. Norrucore said there would be no special report 
on Irish railways; but the report of the commissioners 
would be ready in a short time, probably in a week or two. 

THE EXTRADITION OF M. LAMIRANDE. 

In reply to Mr. M’CuLLacu TorRENs, 

Lorp STANLEY promised to lay upon the table the corres- 

mdence between ts Majesty’s Government and that of the 

mperor of the French regarding the extradition of M. 
Lamirande as soon as he received a further communication 
from the French Government, for which he was waiting. 

Court OF ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 

Sir S. Norrucore obtained leave to introduce a bill for 
extending and regulating the jurisdiction of the High Court 
of Admiralty and for conferring Admiralty jurisdiction on 
the county courts. It extended the power of the Courts of 
Admiralty so as to enable them to take notice of all matters 
relating to questions arising out of ships, and it was pro- 
posed that power should be given certain county courts to 
consider cases of this description up to a value of £500, or, 
with the consent of the parties, to any value. 

Mr. GoscuEn supported the bill. 

Tuesday, Feb. 19. 
Tue Law or MortMaln. 

Mr. Haprretp asked the Attorney-General whether he 
would bring in a bill tocheapen and facilitate the mode of 
transferring property held on trust for charities, &c., to new 
trustees, to enable trustees of such institutions to sue and to 
be sued corporately ; and to modify the operation of the law 
of Mortmain in respect of such institutions. s} 

The ArrorNEy-GENERAL would give the purpose, stated 
in the first part of the question, early consideration, He 
did not think legislation advisable for either of the other 
purposes, 

Wednesday, Feb. 20. 
Haneas Corpus Suspension (IRELAND) Act CONTINUANCE. 

Lord Naas obtained leave to bring ina bill to renew fora 
short period the Habeas Corpus Suspension Act (Ireland). 

If it met the approval of the House he should move the 
second reading as the first order next day, so that full 
epertunity might be given for the discussion of the ques- 

on. 


Dr. Brapy entirely approved the course proposed by the 
noble lord. 

After a few remarks from Mr. CoGAn and Sir P. O'BRIEN, 
leave was given to bring in the bill. 





Criminal Law BiLt. 

The REcoRDER OF LonDoN moved the second reading of 
this bill, the object of which is to empower the court to 
order the prosecutor to pay the just and reasonable costs 
incurred by the accused in certain cases. Also to enforce the 
attendance of witnesses whose evidence was material to esta- 
blish the case of the prisoner, and to provide for their sub- 
sequent rerauneration. Such powers already existed in re- 
gard to the attendance and payment of the witnesses re- 
quired to prove the prisoner’s guilt ; and for the due ade- 
ministration of justice there should be a similar provision 
in regard to the witnesses required to prove his innocence. 
The only objection he had heard raised to that pro was 
based on expense. But, for what purpose did the people 
of this country pay so many millions of taxation annually, 
if it was not to secure to every innocent man the fair means 
of proving his innocence, and to insure the right adminis- 
tration of justice ! 

Mr. Hurst opposed the bill. 

Mr. Denman, Q.C., said that the bill was well worthy 
the attention of the House, and he hoped it would be 
accepted by both sides of the House. 

After a few words from Mr. WALPo.e, who was under- 
stood to offer no objection to the motion, the second reading 
of the bill was agreed to. 


ASSOCIATIONS OF WORKMEN BILL. 
Mr. NEATE deferred the second reading of this bill till’ 
Friday, 1st March. 


RAILWAYS (GUARDS AND PASSENGERS’) COMMUNICATION. 

Mr. H. B, SHERTDAN obtained leave to bring in a bill to 
compel railway companies to provide an efficient means of 
communication between the guards and passengers of rail- 
way trains. 

SALE AND PURCHASE OF SHARES. 

Mr. LEEMAN obtained leave to bring ina bill to amend 
the law in respect to the sale and purchace of shares in bank- 
ing companies. 

Thursday, Feb, 21. 
TRADES’ UNIONS. 

A resolution for granting the expenses of witnesses sum- 
moned by the Commission on Trades’ Unions was agreed to- 
in committee. 





SCOTLAND. 


Lorp COLONSAY AND THE ScOTTIsH Bar. 

On Tuesday the Lord Justice-General, who is about 
to be called to the Upper House of Parliament as Baron 
€olonsay of Colonsay and Oronsay, in the county of Argyle, 
took farewell of the membersof the College of Justice, 
in presence of an overflowing audience, in the court room 
of the first division. All the judges were present except 
Lord Deas, who was absent from indisposition. 

The Dean of Facutty, in an eloquent address, observed 
that the occasion marked rather the culmination than the 
termination of a singularly successful legal career. His 
Lordship had discharged with distinction the functions of 
every high office open to the ambition of the legal profession 
of Scotland. While at the bar he was chosen as its head 
by the free votes of his brethren ; he had been honoured by 
the confidence of the Crown as its first law officer in Scot- 
land, and after a Parliamentary career of great distinction, 
leaving behind it impressed on the statute book its memo- 
rial in the shape of wise and enduring legislation, he had 
been selected nearly fifteen years ago to preside in the 
Supreme Courts of Scotland. ‘We have,” added Mr. 
Moncreiff, ‘‘ Heard it is the pleasure of her Majesty to bestow 
still higher rewards in token of your Lordship’s long ser- 
vices. Ifa peerage were only the reward of services, long 
meritoriously and ably discharged, we should think the Bar of 
Scotland honoured in your lordship’s person ; but as we regard 
it a recognition of a debt due to Scotland, tardily but well 
conferred, we cannot but feel assured that if your a 
career in that more elevated seat be as useful to the public 
as your presidency in that chair has been, you will confer 
on the country in which we live, and on a system of juris- 
prudence of which we are justly proud, fresh and increased 
obligation.” 

The Lorp Justice-GENERAL, addressing the Dean, said, 
—More than fifty years have elapsed since I joined the 
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ranks of the faculty, at a time when some of those great 
men, whose names we still revere and cherish, were in the 
zenith of their power and fame. The lapse of half century 
has necessarily brought great changes in the ranks of the 
faculty, but it is most gratifying to receive the assurance 
that it brought no change in those kindly feelings which, 
during the whole period of my forensic career, I have ex- 
perienced from my brethren. You have been kind enough 
_ to allude to the circumstance that I have been the recipient 
of not a few marks of professional and official distinction ; 
but I can truly say that none of them gave me more heart- 
felt gratification than to be placed by the united voices of 
my brethren in the chair which you, sir, now so worthily 
fill. You have been pleased to refer to another circumstance, 
which, ifit be the gracious pleasure of her Majesty to 
realize, we can only regard as one more of the many proofs 
which she has been pleaed to give of her constant eye on 
this part of her dominions, and her disposition to allow 
the ancient institutions of this part of her kingdom to par- 
ticipate in those honours of which she is the source. If I 
am placed in a position to discharge duties of the kind such 
as I have been in use to do, I shall endeavour to the best of 
my ability to perform that task. 

Sir Wiiu1aAm Grsson Craic, Loid Clerk Register, and 
Keeper of her Majesty’s Signet, then presented an address 
from the Society of Writers to the Signet. 

Mr. LavpALE, as President of the Society of Solicitors to 
the Supreme Courts, presented a similar address. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


THE LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the Law Institution, on Tuesday evening last, Mr. 
Addison in the chair, the question discussed was No. 383, 
legal, ‘‘ Is the proof of defendant being the registered owner 
of a vessel sufficient prima facie evidence of his employment 
of the captain to make him liable for the negligence of the 
latter ?’—Hibbs vy. Ross, 14 W. R. 914; Myersv. Willis, 
4 W.R. 42; Pearson vy. Nell, 13 W. R. 967. The debate 
was opened by Mr. Hinchliff in the affirmative, and by Mr. 
C. H. Turner in the negative. Upona division the question 
was carried in the affirmative by a large majority, the num- 
ber of members present having been 24. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. H. W. Lorp, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Monday, February 25. 
Mr. R. Horron Smitn, on Conveyancing, Friday, 
March 1. 
LAW CLASSES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. A. BAILEy, on Real Property, Monday, February 25, 
-class A, elementary and advanced. Thursday, February 28, 
class B, elementary and advanced. 

Mr. E. A. C. Scuatcu, on Common Law, Tuesday, 
February 26, class A, elementary and advanced. Friday, 
March 1, class B, elementary and advanced. 

Mr. D. SturceEs, on Equity, Wednesday, February 27, 
-class A, elementary and advanced. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quorattion, Feb. 21, 1867 
{From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
38 per Cent. Consols, 90% Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Mar. 7, 90% Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 90% Ex Bills, £1000, 4 per Ct. pm 
“New 3 per Cent., 90 Ditto, £500, Do pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 94 Ditto, £100 & £200, Do pm 
Do. 2§ per Cent., Jan. ’94 724 Bank of England Stock, 6} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 76 — Ct. (last half-year) 252 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 10}p Ct. Apr.’74 216 | Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 1074 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80 107 Ditto Dohubeter, per Cent., 
Ditto for ay er a April, ’64 — 
r Cent., Oct. ’8 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 102 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds! 4 per Ct, £1000, — oa 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm. 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 








Bristol and Exeter ......cccscseeseees 
k | Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ...... 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... os 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ,........ 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 1 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original .............+. eeeaee 1 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do., do.—Newport 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ............. oust 
London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western.. 
London and South-Western 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolit 
Do., New 
Stock | Midland 
Stock} Do., Birmingham and Derby  .......004 
Stock | North British reese! 100 
Stock | North London 
10 Do., 1866 
Stock | North Staffordshire 
Stock | Scottish Central 
Stock | South Devon ...... 
Stock tern 
Stock 
10 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
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per annum Names. Shares. 
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| £ 
5 per cent} Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life; 100 
40 pe & bs} County 1. ae wee! 100 
8 per cent| Eagle oie oop 
71 1s 8d pe| Equity and Law ... pe 
71 2s 10d pe} English & Scot. Law Life 
5 per cent |} Equitable Reversionary... 
5 percent] Do. New... eee . 
5&3pshb/ Gresham Lice... 
5 per cent| Guardian ... ese oe 
7 per cent] Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 
&4 per cent] Imperial Life... oe 
10 per cent] Law Fire ... 
32 pr cent] Law Life ... 
6 6-7 pr et| Law Union pee . 
6s p share| Legal & General Life ... 
5 per cent} London & Provincial Law 
10 percent| North Brit. & Mercantile 
124 & bns| Provident Life... oes 
689220] 20 per cent} Royal Exchange... 

— | 6$percent)Sun Fire .. 9 1. 0 an! 
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Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

Public Securities have been dull during the whole week, 
There is Ts a little more animation now; but there being 
an absence of all speculation, business is by no means brisk. 
The reported collapse of what is termed, in some of the Irish 
fapers, the “insurrection,’’ has removed a little uneasiness ; but 
it cannot be denied that in many quarters fears are still enter- 
tained that we have not heard the last of Fenianism in Ireland. 

The abundance of money, as was expected, has brought for- 
ward borrowers, and foreign loans continue to attract attention. 
The Danubian Loan has made its appearance, and £1,264,420 is 
to be issued as an eight per cent. Stock, at the price of 71 per 
£100. It has not only made its appearance here, but also in 
Paris, Frankfort, Berlin, and Daduven: Rumour points to 
— loans which it is said will shortly be brought on the 
market. 

The Bank return, issued to-day, shows :—The reserve of notes 
exhibits an increase of £398,190; total £10,985,485. Increase 
in bullion, £134,031; aggregate £19,311,413. Total private se- 
curities, £18,201,350; decrease £116,192. Public deposits have 
decreased £668,812, and private deposits increased £1,083,188. 
No change was made in the minimum rate. 

Consols are 903 to 96% for money, and 903 to 91 for the ac- 
count 


Foreign bonds have been decidedly more active. Chilian 
have declined. Greek Stock has risen owing to arumour, which 
awaits authentication, that the Government are about to recog- 
nise the old debt, and make arrangements for contracting a new 
loan. The one must certainly precede the other, or no new 
Greek Loan would stand a chance of being taken up. § 
and Turkish Stocks have met with numerous purchasers; but 
prices do not move upward in consequence. They remain almost 
stationary. i 

The dealings in railway shares continue to be very restricted, 
and investors seem to prefer other modes of employing 
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money. There is something like a return to the old-fashioned 
notion that 5 seams, bere mt good a with a fair mr of 
interest, although, during the ew days, many sums lent on 
arte have eon called in to be laid out in nay the pur- 
chasers of which would be only too glad now to have left their 
capital where it was, and where at this day it could be found, 
instead of its having vanished under processes of winding-up. 

At an influential meeting of shareholders in the North British 
Railway, it was agreed to ing 9p the proposal of the directors 
to raise preference capital to the amount of £1,875,625 to clear 
off the pressing debts of the company, and put the line in 

working order. 

The Atlantic and Great Western report will be issued imme- 
diately ; and a meeting of bondholders is convened for the 5th of 


The dividend of the South-Eastern is to be at the rate of 3 
per cent. per annum, against 44 in the corresponding half of last 


+The Great Eastern have resolved upon an issue of £652,300 
5 per cent. debentures, to be extinguished in 52} years; and re- 
deemable at £120 per £100. 

Thereport of the main line shareholders in the London, Chat- 
ham, and Dover is just published, and gives the details of a pro- 
posed scheme for extricating the company from its present diffi- 
culties. 

Bank shares maintain the ground as regards quotations, but 
the dealings are but few, and prices scarcely fluctuate at all. 
The latest prices are :—London Chartered Bank of Australia, 22; 
London and County, 64}; London Joint-stock, 43}; Merchant 
Bank, 153; National Provincial of England, second and third 
issue, 40 and 393; Oriental Bank, 43} and 42}; Union of Aus- 
tralia, 473347 and 473; Band of Australasia, at 66} and 67; 
Bank of t, 324 ex div.; Union of London, 45} } 45 and 45}; 
Chartered Bank of China, at 173; Chartered Mercantile, 33} to 
ai ay City Bank, 13} to 143; and British North American, 
4 


to 00. 

The shareholders of the London andExchange Bank (Limited) ; 
held an extraordinary meeting on Tuesday. iinet: “That 
thesliareholders’ committee be pasta 9 to apply to the Mas- 
ter of the Rolls for leave to call another meeting of the share- 
holders for the purpose of submitting to them a proposal for the 
speedy payment of the creditors of the bank.” 

The liquidators of the Imperial Mercantile Credit Company 
have announced a second dividend of 2s. 6d. in the pound, payable 
oe sag DE wer cge and any subsequent Wednesday. 

The yearly meeting of the Credit Foncier of England 
passed off more harmoniously than was anticipated in the face of 
no dividend. The statement that amid the many disasters of the 
spring, the directors had saved the capital of the company intact 
and all advances well covered, scene to disarm hostility, and 
the report was carried nem. con., the retiring auditors being re- 


A long letter has been addressed to the shareholders in Over- 
end, Gurney, & Co. (Limited) by Messrs. Kingscote and Gris- 
sell, from which it appears that a statement of affairs is in course 

preparation by the liquidators, and will shortly be issued. 








ADVERTISING ExTRAORDINARY.—The following splendid 
pul, before which the genius even of E. Moses and Son must 
“pale its intellectual fires,” has lately appeared in a transatlan- 
‘tic contemporary :— 

. Non Murato Nomrme.—If anybody, a few years ago, had 
— the name of John Campbell, even on this side of the 
Atlantic, no one would have supposed that the speaker referred 
to anybody but the abundantly known Scotsman of that name, 
who, with the craft of his nation, managed, though speaking to 
to the end of his days with a “burr” in his throat, to become 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland, and in turn, Attorney-General, Lord 
Chief Justice and Lord Chancellor of England , greater honours 
than ever arrived to a man of powers really so inconsiderable in 
it of depth as his, or indeed to any one man at all. In these 
‘days when anybody speaks of “ John Campbell,” every one 
¢omprehends that another and much ter character is ypferred 
40: him for some years known, we think, as an eminent talker 
(in a private way) in Democratic politics, and who, for aught 
we know, if Democratic politics had succeeded. might have been 
Lord Chief Justice of the United States, suceeding Mr. Taney ; 
but who of late times engages himself much more wisely, an 
vastly more to his own profit, in the handling and treating of 
law in another way : that is to say in vending and purchasing the 
d tomes in which law is declared and settled for the good 
of nations. We know not exactly how Mr. Campbell found him- 
self so extensively engaged in this branch of business. He seems 
to have taken it in by an instinctive affinity ; or as medical men 
say “endermically ;’’ by imbibition and through the pores. When 
We first remember his good natured face, he was vending mis- 
cellaneous books in the style of the old Roman. bibliopoles, 
against the Court House walls. The place, though humble, was 
pm mough to exhibit his genius. He naturally met many 
awyers ; and as it would seem must have derived law by attrac- 
‘tion, contagion, or through the walls of the edifice. In a little 


merits, editions and value of law books, than any bookseller of 
them all, and he’has been going on from knowl to know- 
ledge, until he is now extensively deferred to by the learned and 
ignorant alike. He was employed first by this bar, eminent as 
we know for its discernment, and the leader of all bars ; and has 
now come to be known and — as a purchaser and vendor 
of books over the whole United States. Does any man want to 
buy a library? “Go to John Campbell.” Does any man want to 
sell a library ? “Go to John Campbell.”” Does any man want to 
buy books of daily use ? Does any man want to complete a col- 
lection with those that are recherché only? He, in either case, 
is their man. Campbell has been going on increasing in biblio- 
graphical stature till he has now me a sort of institution ; 
and has, within the last few weeks been making broad his phy- 
lacteries in a new, commodious, and, as we may say, elegant es-- 
tablishment, No. 740, Sansom Street, a reference to which, and 
a direction of our readers thitherward, was the inspiring motive 
of our present article. 


Rumovurep Lzecat Cuancrs.—It is rumoured in the courts 
of equity at Lincoln’s-Inn that Easter Term will witness the 
retirement of Lord Justice Turner, and the appointment of Mr. 
Attorney-General Rolt as his successor in the Court of 
Chancery Appeal. In that case, it is bélieved that the prece- 
dent set in the appointment of Sir John Rolt to his present post 
would be followed, and that Mr. Selwyn, Q.C., one of the mem- 
bers for the University of Cambridge, would be the first law 
officer of the Crown, without passing through the imi 
stage of the Solicitor-Generalship. Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
retires at the commencement of the long vacation, when his 
fifteen years of service will be complete. Political eventualities 
make any rumours as to his possible successor mere matters of 
speculation. Vice-Chancellor Wood’s term of service will also 
expire in a few months, and the statement made a short time ago, to 
the effect that he would retire when he could claim his pensio 
has not been contradicted. Indeed, it is said that the learn 
judge, who is but 63 years of age, looks forward once more to 
enter the House of Commons. 


Tue New IncumBenT or St. Joun’s, PappINGToN.— 
Rev. John Robert Laurie Emilius Bayley, B.D., rector of St. 
George’s, Bloomsbury, who has been presented to the incumbency 
of St. John’s, Sussex-gardens, Hyde Park, vacant by the resig- 
nation of the Dean of Norwich, is the eldest son of Sir John 
Bayley, Clerk of Assize of the Northern Circuit, and grandson 
of the Hon. Mr. Baron Bayley. Sir John is a famous cricketer 
and yachtsman, and both his sons were in the ‘ Eleven’ of Eton, 
and afterwards in the ‘Eleven’ of All England, the elder as a 
terrific ‘ bat,’ and the Pave a Lyttelton (now Advocate-General 
of Bombay), a marvellously successfulbowler. The Rev. gentle- 
man was a solicitor in London, in very fair practice, but threw up 
that, disposed of his cricketing apparatus, &c., and notwith- 
standing serious points of difference between him and his lord- 
ship, obtained his ordination from the Bishop of Oxford, who even 
ak him his own curate at Cuddesden, then attached to the 
see. From 1849 to 1856 Mr. Bayley was incumbent of Woburn, 
from 1856 till now he has been rector of St. George’s, Blooms- 
bury, a very able preacher, and a singularly zealous, industrious, 
and successful parish parson. He took his B.D. degree of 
Trinity College, Cambridge, six or seven years ago as a ‘ten- 
year man.’ In 1855 he married the daughter of Mr. E. R. Rice, 
ate M.P. for Dover. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Feb, 19.—By Messrs. Faresrotaer, Cirarx & Co. 
Freehold premises, No. 34, Queen-street, Cheapside, let on lease for 
70 years unexpired, at £70 per annum, with the reversion at the 
termination of the lease—Sold for £1,600. 
Freehold public house known as the Brittannia, and house and shop 
adjoining, Nos. 29, and 27, High-street, Peckham, let on lease at 
£35 per annum—Sold for £2,150. 

By Messrs. Hupson & Son. 

Freehold premises, known as the Towor Hamlets Swimming Baths, 
and 5 hovses situate in Church-street Mile-end, New Town—Sold 
for £3,250. 

By Messrs. Catnnock, GALSWORTHY, & CHINNOCK. 
Leasehold, 2 houses situate in Church-street, Staines, Middlesex, 
term, about 20 years unexpired, at 8s. per annum—Sold for £600. 

L hold resid » No. 10, Hill-street, rh pe let at £50 
per annum, term, 96 years from 1843, at £7 7s. per annum—Sold for 





Leasehold residence, No. 11, High-street, let at £50 per annum, 
term, and ground rent similar to above—Sold for £620. 
Leasehold house and shop, No. 11, Bouverie-street, Paddington, let 
at £50 per annum, term 65] years unexpired, at £6 10s. per annum 
—Sold for £660. 
Leasehold residence, No. 9, Chichester-street, Upper Westbourn- 
terrace, Paddington, estimated annual value £90, term, 914 years, 
from 185!, at £10 per annum—Sold for £950, 
By Mr. W. Harprne. 

Freehold, 2 residences, No. 35 and 47, Lansdowne-road, Kensington 
Park, estimated annual value, £210 per annum—Sold for £2,970. 

By Messrs. Norton, Trrst, & Co. i 3 
Leasehold residence, No. 4, Mecklenburgh-square, with stabling in 





‘while he became as well or better acquainted with the names, 


the rear, producing £75 10s. per annum, term, 42 years unexpired, 
at £18 per annnm—Sold for 920. 
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Absolute reversion (in 7 years) to a freehold property, comprising 3 
beerhon ses, shops, houses, and premises, Nos. 159 to 193, New Kent- 
road— Sold for £3,029. 


AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. 
By Mr. F. 


y Mr. F. Lewis. 

Leasehold business premises, NO. 6, Crawford-street, St. Marylebone, 
term, 1! years unexpired, at £70 per annum—Sold for £90. 

Leasehold,premises, No. 17, Judd-street, Euston-road, let at £85 16s, 
per annum, term, 5 years unexpired, at £50 per annum—Sold for 


Leasehold premises, No. 65, Judd-street, let at £74 2s. per annum, 
term, 1! years unexpired, at £52 10s. per annum—Sold for £45, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BROCKLESBY—On Feb. 17, at Arthur-road, Holloway, the wife of 
George J. Brocklesby, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

BROWNE—On Feb. 16, at Porchester-square, W., the wife of T. L. 
Murray Browne, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

COCHRANE—On Feb. 11, at St. Stephen’s-road, Bayswater, the wife 
of George Cochrane, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

ELGOOD—On Feb. 12, at Torrington-square, the wife of William 
Elgood, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

FISHER—On Jan. 12, at §Cavendish-road West, the wife of G. H. K. 
Fisher, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

HOWE—On Feb. 12, at Cleveland-row, St. James’s, the wife of 
Thomas Edward Howe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

JACKSON—On Feb. 13, at Belsize-park, Hampstead, the wife of John 
Jackson, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

LANGDON—On Feb. 13, at Horbury-terrace, Notting-h.ll, the wife of 
Augustin William Langdon, Esq., M.A , Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MARTINEAU—On Feb. 14, at Cuinberland-terrace, Regent’s-park, the 
wife of Hubert Martineau, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARTINEAU—On Feb. 19, at Esher, the wife of Philip M. Martineau, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, ofa son, 

MARRIAGES. 

BARRETT—HOLWORTHY—On Feb. 16, at St. Stephen’s, Paddington, 
Robert Bigsby Barrett, Esq., Solicitor, Doctors’-commons, to Rosa 
Beatrice, widow of the late Henry Adey Holworthy. 

HOLDER—DUMERQUE—On Feb. 14, at St. Martin’s-in-the-Fields, 
John A. Holder, Esq., to Anne, widow of the late Francis Dumerque, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Inner Temple. 

JONES—GOUDE—On Feb. 20, at St. Margaret’s, Lothbury, Robert 
Canning Jones, son of Thomas Jones, Esq., Solicitor, to Eliza Judith, 
daughter of John Fisher Goude, M.R.C.S. 

KELSALL—PURVIS—On Feb. 16, at St. Stephen’s, Bayswater, 
Thomas Moultrie Kelsall, Esq., Solicitor, Fareham, Hants, to Kath- 
leen Leah, daughter of Captain Purvis, R.N. 

KINGSMILL—WALFORD—On Feb. 2t, af St. Luke’s Chelsea, Henry 
Kingsmill, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Sidmonton, in the county of 
Wicklow, to Eleaner Mary, daughter of the late Arthur Walford, Esq., 
of Lowndes-square. 

LEIGH—LEIGH—On Feb. 14, at the parish church, St. Leonard’s, 
Exeter, Arthur William Leigh, Esq., Solicitor, Cullompton, Devon, 
to Anne, daughter of the late Robert Leigh, Esy., of Bardon, 
Somerset. 

MACDONALD—BERNARD—On Feb. 16, at St. George’s Church, 
Hanover-square, the Hon. John Alexander Macdonald, Attorney- 
General for Upper Canada, to Susan Agnes, daughter of the late 
Hon T.J. Bernard, Member of her Majesty’s Privy Council of the 
Island of Jamaica. 

SCOTT—HILL—On Feb. 16, at the partsh church, Hampstead, John 
Scott, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Inner Temple, to Edgeworth Leonora, 
daughter of Frederick Hill, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Lincoln’s-inn. 

DEATHS. 

HELPS—On Feb. 17, at his residence, 2, Barton-street, Gloucester, 
Richard Helps, Esq., Sclicitor, aged 56. 

LAWRENCE—The youngest son of the late George Lawrence, of No. 9, 
Fenchurch-street, aged nearly 15 months. 

MACKRELL—On Feb. 14, W. T. Mackrell, Esq., Solicitor, Abingdon- 
street, Westminster, aged 55, 

NORTHCOTE—0n Feb. 16, at his residence, Okefield, Crediton, Henry 
Northcote, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Midd'e Temple, aged 55. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


GMtnding-up of Point Stock Compantes, 
Fripay, Feb. 15, 1867. 
Lim1rEep IN CHANCERY. 

Ramsgate Victoria Hotel Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated Feb 4, appointed Samuel Lovelock, 34, 
Coleman-st, to be official liquidator. 

Imperial Land Credit Corporation (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Wood 
has fixed Feb 25, at 12.30, at his chambers, for the appointment of 
an official liquidator. 

New Clydach Sheet and Bar Iron Company (Limited).—By an order 
made by the Master of the Rolls, dated Feb 9, it was ordered that 
the above company be wound up. Francis & Bosanquet, Austin- 
friars, agents for Loxdale & Co, Shrewsbury, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Universal and Equitable Permanent Benefit Building Society.—Peti- 
tion to wind-up, presented on Jan 16, directed to be heard before 
the Master of the Rolls on Feb 23. Greenwood, Serjeant’s-inn, 
petitioner in person. 

Wey and Arun Junction Canal Company.—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Feb !1, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins 
on March 1. Pyke & Irving, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, agents for Small- 
piece, Guildford, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Union Brewery Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 12, directed to be heard before the, Vice-Chancellor of the 
county palatine of Lancaster on Feb 27. Sutton & Elliott, Manch, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 





<< 
Tuespar, Feb. 19, 1867. 
LiurTep 1n CHANCERY. 

Stowe Iron Ore Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
by anorder 4 Feb 9, ordered that the above aa wy | 
wound up. Parker, Rooke, & Parkers, Bedford-row, tors for 

Sequel “Oil Con (Limited).—Vice-Chancell 

n_ Oil Company (Limited).— Vice-Chancellor Stuart has, 
order dated Feb 8, ordered that the voluntary windin = v this 
been oy be continued. Blake, Lothbury, solicitor for the ligui- 

tors. 

Inns of Court Hotel Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Wood has, 
by an order dated Feb 8, appointed Charles Lee Nichols, Lawrence. 
lane, and Henry Thomas Laybom Bewley, Lincoln's-inn-fields, 
liquidators. , 

New Club Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
March 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Mr. William Turquand, 16, Tokenhouse. 

. Thursday, March 28 at 12, is inted for hearing and ad. 


judicating upon the debts and claims. 

Fresh Provision Preserving Company (Limited).—Creditors are re. 
quired, on or before March 15, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Messrs. Kimber & 
Ellis, 199, Gresham-house, Old Broad-st. Thursday, March 28 at 
11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


claims. 

Worthing Laundry Land and Building Company (Limited).—Credj. 
tors are required, on or before March 18, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
James Kent, 70, Basinghall-st. Monday, March 25 at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Anglo-Danish and Baltic Steam Navigation Company (Limited),~ 
Creditors are required, on or before March 14, to send their Christian 
and surnames in full to Edward Hart, Moorgate-st. T 
March 21 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
debts and claims. 

Ormskirk Chemical, &c., Company (Limited).—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or, before March 15,to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Luke Brighouse, 
Ormskirk. Tuesday, April 2.at 12, is appointed for hearing and ad. 
judicating upon the debts and claims. 

Lavender’s Patent Lubricating Compound and Oil Company (niet 
—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 18, directed to be 
before the Master ofthe Rolls on March 2. Cattarus & Jehu, Mark- 
lane, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Aldborough Hotel Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, 
by an order dated Feb 9, ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
this company be continued. Linklater & Co, Walbrook, solicitors 
for the petitioner. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
TuEspDAy, Feb. 19, 1867. 
my | Mechanics Benefit Society, Pack Horse Inn, Staines, 
‘eb 15 








United Masons Benefit Society, Two Chairmen Tavern, Dartmouth- 
street, Westminster. Feb 13. 
Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Feb. 15, 1867. 
ney: John, Stoke Newington. March 24. Nixon v Garston, V.C. 


ins. 
Clarke, John, Burslem, ots, Wine and Spirit Merchant. March 6, 
‘ood. 


Clarke v Bathe. V. C. W 

Edwards, Wm, Wandsworth, Licensed Victualler. March 7, Woods 
v Basson, M. R. 

Evans, Wm, Lpool, Woollen Draper. March 11. Brooke v Evans. 

Harvey, Robt, Elmstead, Essex, Gent. March 11. Sadler v Turpin, 
V.C. Malins. 

Hinchcliffe, David, Cartworth, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 
March 25. Holdsworth v Hinchcliffe, V.C. Stuart. 

Percival, Chas, Thetford, Norfolk. March 15. Percival v Porcher, 
V. C. Malins. “ 

Pratt, Richd Philip, Haverfordwest, Pembroke, Jeweller. March li’ 
Piggott » Piggott, V.-C. Malins. 

Richardson, John, Barlby, York. March 5. Richardson » Richardson, 


M. R. 
Upsher, John, Sutton, Cambridge, Farmer. March 1. Upsher # 
Martin, M. R. 
bynes John Mountford, Bath, Esq. March 18. Yeeles v Yeeles, V.C. 
tuart. 
TvEspay, Feb. 19, 1867. 


Aiston, Sarah, Upper Lewisham-rd, New-cross, Spinster. March 13, 
Sharp v Aiston, V. C. Malins. 
Demenents em, Pudsey, York. March 14, Beaumont» Farrer, V.C. 
tuart. 
Cover, John, Chertsey, Surrey, Timber Merchant. March 18. Hard- 
ing v Lewis, V. C. Stuart. 
March 5. Denham 


Denham, Thos, King-st, Long-acre, Coach Plater. 
v Brown, V. C. Stuart. 

vres, Edwin, Upper Thames-st, Leather Dresser. March 16, Frost 

v Wa 


»M.R. 
Hessey, Wm, New Windsor, Berkshire. March 15. Hessey v Brunt, 


es a Ruskelf, York, Yeoman. March 16. Hodgson» Hodg- 
son, M.R. 
Langdon, Wm Bennicke, Liskeard, Cornwall, Gent. March 11. Lang 
don v Brown, M. R. , 
Lee, John, College, Doctors’-commons, D.L. March 15. Bonomi? 
Buxton, M. R. : 
Lewis, Edwd, Upper Harley-st, Gent. March 26, Lewis v Lewis, 
V.C. Stuart. 

Stephenson, John, Keld, Westmoreland, Yeoman. March 11. Lowis 
v Rumney, M. R. 

Summers, Danl, Woodford, Northampton, Gent. March 15. Berry ? 
Parsons, M. R. 
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Creditors =— 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Dav of —— 
Se Feb. 15, 1867. 
fe Harley, Plowden-buildiage, Temple, Esq. April5. Kough, 


Breom, John, nn, Camberwell New-rd, Gent. March 22. Tillett, Norwich. 
Clayton. goin Manningham, "York. March 19. Lees & Senior, 
” Bradfor: 


Cook, Thos, For Farm, Upper Swell, Gloucester, Yeoman. March 20. 

Brookes Ne Son, Stow-on-the- Wold. 

Cory, Maria Southgate, Chester-ter, Regent’s-pk, Widow. March 14. 
m & Co, Paul’s Bakehouse-ct 

Callingford, Thos, Norwich, Paper Manufacturer, May 1, Tillett, 


, Alex, Denmark-hill, Gent. April 11. Thomas & Hollams, 
-lane. 
Ourling, J joseph, He Herne-hill, Surrey, Esq. April 8. Thomas & Hol- 


Biliott, neak, 5 Poe Accountant. March 3. Grimmer, Lpoo 
Freeth, Sir Jas, Coleshil-st. March 29. Parker & Co, St Baul's¢ Church- 


ling, Edwd Leggatt, Tracey-cottages, Chisenhale-rd, Old Iord- 

, Gent. March 15. Smith & Son, Furnival’s-inn. 

Guppy, Wm Good, Taunton, Somerset, Gent. March 25. Rossiter, 
to: 


Hehir, Hy, Malvern Link, Worcester, Ale and Porter Merchant. 
March 1. Quarrell, Worcester. 
n, John, Green-st, Grosvenor-sq, Barrister-at-Law. March 
%. Keightly, Charterhouse. 
, Dorcas, Heigham, Norwich, Widow. Abril5. Tillett, Norwich, 
worthy, Chas Desborough, Penlee, Stoke, Devonport, Esq. March 
31. Scott & Co, Jermyn-st. 
met, Ne = Pitt, Everton, nr Lpool, Accountant. March 3. Grim- 


Bien povin, Keynsham, Somerset, Surgeon, March 12, Fox, 
Bristol. 
Jackson, Eleanor, Woolton-hill, Little Woolton, nr Lpool. May |}. 
Ellis & Field, ath Wi 
Jarvis, Fras, Bath, Widow. June 24, Birne, Bath 
Jones, Hugh, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Farmer. ‘March 7. Griffith, Peni- 
sardre, Llanrwst. 
, Susanna, Cumberland-st, Pimlico, Widow. May 15. Johnson, 
siray'ssinn.29- 
Eliz, Sprowston, Norfolk, Widow. April 10. Tillett, Nerwich. 
Price, Rich hd, Saville-row, Esq. Feb 26. Child & Son, Victoria st, 
Westminster, 
, Robt, Tyddyndu, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Farmer. March 7. 
Griffith, Penisardre, Llanrwst. 
Robinson, John, Halifax, York, Imnkeeper. March 30. Wm Greaves, 
Halifax, Cabinet Maker. 
Mod, Catherine, Earl’s-ter, Kensington, Spinster. April20. Sladen, 
Parliament-st. 
Twemlow, ut A Smethwick, Stafford, Widow. March 16. Corser & 
Walker, Stourbridge. 
Williams, Albert, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Tailor. March31l. Jones 
& Cartis, Neath. 
Wynn, Joseph, Guisborough, York, Innkeeper. March 11. Weatherill 
Lloyd, uisborough. 
Yarker, Michael, Billingham, Durham, Coal Merchant. March 31. 
Crosby, Stockton-on-Tees. 
Tuxspay, Feb. 19, 1867. 
Alchin, Wm, Linton, Kent, Yeoman. May 8. Ottaway, Maidstone. 
Bayley, Wm Harley, Shrewsbury, Salop, Esq. April5. Kough, Srews- 


Gover, J John, Kirtling, Cambridge, Farmer. March 25. Salmon & 
Son, Bury St Edmunds. 
om Wm, Sepines, Tallow Chandler. May 1. Bannister & Fache, 
ohn-st, Bedford-row. 
on Jeken, Pembroke-sq, Kensington,Esq. May1. Barron, Guild. 
ford-st, Russell-sq. 
ml Fras Green, Wigwell, Derby, Esq. March 7. Newbold, 


Matloc 

Bf ‘ity, Sevenoaks, Kent, Esq. April 20. Fairfoot & Webb, 
ent’s-inn. 

sn, Foxton, Leicester. March3¢. Shaw & Fraser, Furnival’s- 


Last, Jas, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Music Seller, March 25. Sal- 
mon & = Bury St Edmunds. 
London, Edwd, London-wall, Gunmaker. May 18. Morton & Mea- 
dows, Bond-ct, Walbrook. 
nae Raymond, St Alban’ 8, Herts. May 1. Fairfoot & Webb, 
ent’s-inn. 
Percy, Mahala, Blandford, Dorset, Widow. March 25. Salmon & Son, 
Bary St Edmunds. 
, Wm, Birkenhead, Chester, Merchant. April 1, Moore, Birken- 


Spurway, John, Milverton, Somerset, Commander R. N. March 7. 
Payne, Milverton. 
n, Geo Savell, Church-st, Croydon, Draper. March 25, Hogan, 
Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st 
lor, Jas, Tuffley, Gloucester, Farmer. March 25. Jones & Richards, 


ter. 
‘Tuckey, uckey, Thos, Victoria-sq, Pimlico, Builder. April 16. Smith & Wall, 


Vos, Abraham, Commercial-st, Whitechapel, Cigar Manufacturer. 
April]. Hillearys & Tunstall, Fenchurch-buildings, Fenchurch-st. 
— , Ann, Cartmel, Lancaster. April 1. Butler, Dalton-in-Fur- 


—_ Guisborough, York, Innkeeper. March 11. Weatherill 
Wisin uisborough. 
Tazoqui, Miguel, Peckham, Gent. March 30, Waltons & Bubb, 
Bucklersbury. 
Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, Feb, 15, 1867. 
of mone Maria, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Widow. Jan 30. Comp. 





Blackwood, Jas, & Hy Wickliffe Conor, Mincing-lane, Merchants. 
Jan 31, ‘Inspectorship. Reg Feb 15. 

Bone, Jacob Rowell, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Glass and China Dealer. 
Feb 2. Comp. Reg Feb 14. 

Bright, Selim, Buxton, Derby, Jeweller. Feb 12. Comp. Reg Feb 15. 

a my , John, Cleasby-villa, Hornsey-rd, Builder. Jan 17. Comp. 

if 

Burney, John, & Joseph Saree Darlington, Durham, Accountants. 
Feb 7. Asst. Reg Feb 1 

Chambers, Robt, ane Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 23. Asst. Reg 
e! 

Chesterfield, _ St Ives, Huntingdon, Merchant’s Clerk. Feb 8. 
Comp. Reg Feb 15. 

Claridge, Arthur, Coventry, Horse Dealer. Feb 9. Comp. Reg Feb 14. 

Come 2 John, Bootle, nr Lpool, Bookkeeper. Feb 12. Comp. Reg 
e! 

Clark, Marmaduke, Crowle, Lincoln, Draper. Feb 1. Asst es 


Feb | 

eahs John, Railway-arch, Windmill-st, Lambeth- , Iron 
Dealer. Jan23. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 

canes Thos, jun, Maida-vale, Builder. Feb 12. Comp. Reg Feb 14. 

Dales a Jas, Queen Elizabeth-st, Southwark, Builder. Jan 17. Asst. 
eg Fe 

Davies, Thos, Penarth, Glamorgan, Tailor. Jan 22, Asst. Reg 


saying © Seen Neill, Bristol, Chair and Cabinet Maker. Feb 4, Asst. 
e 
Dickinson, Geo, icgahaps, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Feb 1. 
Comp. Reg Feb 
Dixon, John, jun, Sheifield, Gas Fitter. Jan16. Asst. Reg Feb 13. 
Duncan, John, Leicester, Draper. Feb5. Comp. Reg Feb 14. 
Edmonds, John, Birkenhead, Chester, Outfitter. Feb4. Comp. Reg 
3. 
bag omg = Nat Wm, Seacombe, nr Birkenhead, Druggist. Feb!. Asst. 
g Fe’ 
Frewin, Hy, & Saml Frewin, South-cres, Falcon-rd, Battersea, Boot 
and Shoe Makers. Jan2l. Asst. Reg Feb 12. 
a ny = Edwin Jas, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Feb 11. Asst. 


Goulding. © Chas Wm, Westeenitty Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. 
Jan 18. Comp. Reg Feb! 

Gregory, Jas, Sheffield, Panaaaed Jan l6. Asst. Reg Feb 12. 

Guest, Jas, Manch, Cotton Manufacturer. Jan 19. Asst. Reg Feb 14. 

Haigh, Wm, & ata Worthy, Huddersfield, Linendrapers. Jan 18. 
Asst. Reg Feb 1 

ary Wm Butler, engeenepenr tiem, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb 
8. Asst. Reg Feb 13. : 

Hickling, John, Gt Yarmouth, Broker. Feb 13. Comp. Reg Feb 15. 

ag 4 Waters, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Tailor. Jani7. Comp. Reg 
Feb 14, 

Hill, pole Sunderland, Draper. Jan24, Asst. Reg Feb 12. 
etling, Wa m Hy, Lower Thames-st, Lighterman, Feb 5. Comp. 


Husiy Ly & Wm Hopper, South Shields, Durham, Glass Dealers. 
Jan 19. Comp. Reg Feb 11. 

Jordan, Sam], Windsor, Job Master. Feb 12. Asst. Reg Feb 15. 

Lavetack, Hannah, Leeds, Innkeeper. Jan3i!. Comp. Reg Feb 15. 

Lowe, Wm, Nottingham, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. Jan 16, Comp. 
Reg Feb 12. 

—s —, Septimus, Twickenham, Gent. Feb 11. Comp. 

g 

— John, Ipswich, Travelling Draper. Jan2l, Asst. Reg 
Feb 14 

Michelson, Edwd Hy, Hammersmith, Gent. Feb 4. Comp. Reg 
Feb 14. 


Molley, Thos Robinson, Lpool, Plumber. Jan 31. Asst. Reg Jan 14. 

Mumford, Hy, & Wm Mumford, Bread-st, Sewed Muslin Merchants. 
Feb7. Comp. Reg Feb 15. 

Niel, John, Warwick, Travelling Draper. Feb9. Release. Reg Feb 14 

Nock, Edwin, & Joseph age Rowley Regis, Stafford, Coal Masters. 
Jan 16. Comp. Reg Feb 

—- Joseph, Getuhond, Durham, Brewer, Jan23. Comp. Reg 

Db} 


Partridge, Jas, Lpool, Draper. Jan i8. Asst. Reg Feb 15. 
— Jas, Blackburn, Warper and Winder. Jan 17. Asst. Reg 
eb 13. 
Pearce, Joseph, Birm, Builder. Jan 24. Comp. Reg Feb 12, 
Perrott, Cornelius, Shepton Mallett, Somerset, Builder. Jan 26, Ass 
Reg Feb 15. 
Phillips, Jas, Northampton, Hatter. Jan17. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 
Powell, Saml Hy, Endell-st, Bloomsbury, Spirit Merchant. Jan 30, 
Asst. Reg Feb 14 
ne & Horace hed Hastings, Hairdresser. Febll. Comp. Reg 
Fe 
M4. wy Edwd, Warrington, Lancaster, Agent. Feb 13. 
a... % Reg Feb 14. 
ohn, aaa Glamorgan, Boot and Shoe Maker. Jan 29, 
Comp. Reg Feb 1 
aes ,Wm, Riding Mill, Northumberland, Miller, Jan 29. Comp. 
eg Feb 12. 
woe’ Mark, Birm, Photographic Artist. Jan 24. Comp. Reg 
Rock, — Wordsiey, Stafford, Innkeeper. Jan 30. Comp. Reg 


Feb 

Roebuck, John Jas, Huddersfield, Milliner. Jan 31. Comp. Reg 
Feb 13. 

Russell, Saml, Farringdon-market, Potato Salesman. Feb 11. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 

Sample, —, Noy Moorside, York, Boot and Shoe Maker. Jan 16. 
Asst. Reg Feb 12. 

Samuel, Lenker, og > tga Close, Artificial Flower Maker. Feb 
li. Comp. Reg Feb 1 

Shackleford. Wm oom Hy Wm Ford, & Edwd Dangerfield, jun, 
Cheltenham, Waggon Builders. Jan 30. Asst. Reg Feb 14. 

Schofield, Geo, Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. Jan 22. Comp. 
Reg Feb 1 
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Scrutton, oes Sa. Idol-lane, Custom House Agent. Feb 153. 
Com eg F 
wie oe Windsor-rd, Holloway, Coal Agent. Jan 26. Asst. 
eb 14. 
Joseph Thos, Birm, Iron Founder. Feb 9. Comp. re gh 15, 
ae Svend, Suffolk-grove, Gt Suffolk-st, Southwark, Patent 
Metallic Cask Manufacturer. Jan 30, Asst. Reg Feb 15. 
Teasdale, John, York, —_. Jan 23. Comp. Feb 13. 
Wm Coates, M ddlesbrough, York ‘Mer t Tailor. Jan 
p. Reg Feb 2. 
Vallis, John, & Hy Vallis, Birm, Tailors. Jan 18. Asst. Reg Feb 14. 
Weight, Wm Edwin Thos ‘Hadley, Kington- “ay nr Thornbury, Glou- 
cester, Miller. Feb8. Comp. Reg Feb 1 
Whitcombe, Philip Raw , Clayton, nr on Cotton Manufacturer. 
Feb 12. Asst. Reg F 
Whitehead, Herbert Wm, Miten next itingbouoe, Kent, Timber 


. Comp. Reg Fe 
d, East Grinstead, ~ ted ect. Feb6. Asst. Reg 


Tvxspar, Feb. 19, 1867. 

Bagg, Wm Durston, Swineshead, Lincoln, Coal Merchant. Jan 26. 
Asst. Reg Feb 18. 

> Chas, Campbell-rd, Bow, Grocer. Feb 13. Comp. Reg 
eb 16, 

Barnett, Chas, Luke’s-rd, Westbourne-park, Comm Agent. Feb 11. 
=e Reg Feb 18. 
= ny Aer Brook-st, Ratcliff, Egg Merchant. Jan 21. Comp. 
eg Feb 15 

Biyde, Geo, aT Kent, Hearth Stone Manufacturer. Feb 15. 
Comp. Reg Feb | 

Bolton, Manwaring * Wilson, Sa. Hackney, Commercial 
Traveller. Feb 18. Comp. Reg Feb! 

= Robt, Kingston-upon-Hull, + Jan 23. Asst. Reg 


Brown, Jas, Salisbury, Wilts, Tobacconist. Jan 22. Asst. Reg 
Fed 18. 
i ~ 4 — Hy, Ol¢ham, Lancaster, Roller Coverer. Feb 8. Comp. 


ont, ‘Niven, Benj Clegg, & Hy Clegg, Marsden, Lancaster, Cotton 
Manufacturers. Jan2l. Asst. Reg Feb 18. 

Coffey, John Ambrose, aa Grove Srast, Mildmay- park, Engineer. 
Feb 18. Comp. Reg Feb 1 

—. Geo, Leytonstone, Bek: Builder. Jan 30. Comp. Reg 
e * 


Crofts, Wm, Nottingham, Milliner. Feb!2. Comp. Reg Feb 18. 
nee. John, Morpeth, Northumberland, Sexton. Feb 7, Asst. 
g Feb 19. 

Dobson, John, sen, & John as ism Nottingham, Lace Manufac- 
turers. Feb5. Asst. Reg Fi 

Dobson, wy sen, Nottingkam, soso Manufacturer. Feb5. Asst. 
Reg Feb 

eke Joh, jun, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Feb 5. Asst. 

Feb 

= yh ay Grant, Gracechurch-st, Merchant. Jan 24. Comp. Reg 
eb 18 

Daxbury, Christopher, Jas Isherwood, Jas Hargreaves, & John Nut- 
ey Bury, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturers. Jan3i, Asst. Reg 
e 

eamenien Steph Presta, Deptford, Kent, Stove Manufacturer. 
Jan 25. Comp. Reg Feb 1 

— Wm, Monxton, = Maltster. Jan18. Asst. Reg 


Gieitil, John, Huddersfield, Mannfacturer. Jan 29. Asst. Reg 


Hale, Wa and, Fleet-st, Licensed Victualler. Jan 23. Inspectorship. 

Reg Feb 18 

a Timothy, South Andley-st, Manager. Febi4. Comp. Reg 

Hargood, Thos Gi! a Hatcham, Surrey, Market Gardener. Feb 14. 
Comp. Reg Feb! 

igen, Thus, - = Chester, Tanner. Feb 12. Asst. Reg 
€ 

—— _ Edwd, Sittingbourne, Kent, Cooper. Jan 22. Comp. Reg 


na Sarridge, Birm, Tobacconist. Jan 31. Comp. Reg 


Howorth, Wm Hy, Biackburn, Lancaster, Comm! Agent. Jan 26, 
Asst. Reg Feb 19. 
Huggins, Jas Edwd, Bristol. Carpenter. Jan 26. Conv. ont Feb 15. 
— lay Oidersha’ rshaw,Manch, Tailor’s Salesman. b 9. Asst. 
Johnsen, Thos, Chatham, Kent, Manufacturing Clothier. Feb 14. 
Comp. Reg Feb 16. 
viet wy p, Skinner-st, Bishopsgate, out of business. Jan 3). Comp. 
eb is. 
= yes jan, Tywerdreath, Cornwall, Draper. Feb 4. Comp. 
eb 19 
ae ren 1) Coventry, Chard, Somerset, Watchmaker. Jan 29. Asst. 
7. 


Kappele, Wm, Manch, Merchant. Jan 22. Asst. Reg Feb 18. 

a: John, Barnley, Lancaster, Piarber. Feb12. Comp. Reg 
5 

a Moss, Lpool, General Outfitter. Jan 25. Comp. Reg 

es Jas, Droylsden, Lancaster, Beerseller. Feb 7. Comp. Reg 


ivetostes Ratcliffe, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Wine Merchant. Feb 6 
Comp. Feb 16. 

Mofiatt, Th, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Jan 24. Asst, Reg 

Seeder. Wea, Kingston upon-Hall, Fish Carer. Feb 6. Comp. Reg 


ey eens, Kingston-upon-Hall, Hair Dresser. Jan 23, Comp. 
Ormerod, Wm Hy, Robt Anderson Jervis, & Vamd Thomson, Manch, 
Manulactuers. Jan%. Comp. Reg Feb is. 





———————————— 
Tied eases Sandys-row, Spitalfields, Clothier. Feb 15, Comp. 
Part e . 
Wm, Darlaston, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 14, 
— : Cont Bae 


Pearson, John Bourke, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Tailor, J; 
Reg Feb 17. . d ———— 
Pickering, Thos, Birm, Tailor. Feb15. Comp. Reg Feb 19, 
—_ Case. OS St George’s-st, East Smithfield, Outfitter. Jan Qn, 
mp. Fe’ 
Re +4 a geeky Surgical Instrument Maker. Feb 1, Comp 
eg Feb 3 
Richards, erate Lpool, Builder. Feb 2. Asst. Reg Feb 19, 
Rodwell, Jas. Restngstche, Southampton, Licensed Victualler, 
aise Tied Se, Wnt yon, eemnem loeene ae 
ve, A mm, -green, Tottenham, Auction: 

Comp.’ Reg Feb 16 . , eer, Jan 24, 
Steele, Wm, Manch, Gunmaker. Jan 23. Comp. Reg Feb 16 
Sydney, Herbert — Maddox-st, Regent-st, Gent "Feb 9, 

Comp. Reg Feb 1 . 
Thanieth, Chas Joueph, Torriano-avenue, Gent. Feb 8, Comp, Reg 


Ball Hy, Semenenee Upper Holloway, Chemist. Jan 28, 
Comp. Reg Feb 
bag Herbert ent, David-pl, Poplar. Feb 14. Comp. Reg 


Feb | 
Trevitt, Taek Kirkby, Nottingham, Grocer. Feb 12, Comp, Reg 
Feb 18, 


Turner, Robt, Gosport, Hants, Butcher. Jan 2!. Asst. Reg Feb 1s, 
Twitchell, Sarah, Strood, Kent, Tailors. Feb 4. Asst. Reg Feb 18, 
Walker, Chas, Stafford, Draper. Jan2!. Comp. Reg Feb 18, 


Bankruypts. 
Farpay, Feb, 15, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
Allen, Thos, Gt Smith-st, Westminster, Builder. Pet Feb9. March 
6atli. Peckham, Doctors’-common. 
Astell, Thos Garrett, Tingewick, Bucks, Grocer. Pet Feb 9. March 
6at12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 
Barker, Jas, Garden-cottage, Lambeth-walk, Fish Carer. Pet Feb 12, 
Feb 28 at 2. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
Binnie, Wm, Reading, Berks, Draper. Pet Feb 11. March 6 at 1, 
Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 
Bishop, Fredk, Albany-rd, Camberwell, Grocer. Pet Feb 12. Feb 27 
at 12. Tucker, St Swithin’s-lane. 
Browne, Thos, Basingstoke, Hants, Draper. Pet Jan 21. Feb 28 at 
12, Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
Butcher, Hy Chas, Red Lion-st, Clerkenwell, Ivory Worker. Pet Feb 
9. Feb 28at12. Earle, Bedford-row, Holborn, 
Cheal, Geo, Percy-cottages, Brixton-hill, Carman. Pet Feb 9. Feb 
27 at 11. Moss, Gracecharch-st. 
Duckett, ‘Adolphus Jones, Harper-st, New Kent-rd, Milkman. Pet 
Feb 11. Feb27ati2. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
Dyne, Sydney, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 11 (for pau). Feb 
27 ati. Hicks, Francis-st, Victoria-park. 
Easton, Wm Hy Mead, Commercial-rd, Lambeth, Lighterman. Pet 
Feb 13. March 6at2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 
Flaxman, Chas, Eccleston-st East, Carpenter. Pet Feb ll. Feb 28 
at 1. Colombine, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Frooms, Wm, Burwood-mews, <0 ates Coach Maker. Pet Feb 7, 
Feb 25 atl. George, Jermyn- 
Gates, Joseph Robt, Folkestone, Kent, Stationer. Pet Feb 8 Feb% 
at12. Wightwick, Folkestone. 
Goldsmith, Geo, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Butcher, Pet Feb 1l.° Feb 
28 at 1. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Green, Benj, Borough-rd, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 12. Feb2? 
at 12. Hicks, Coleman-st. 
Heppenstall, Jas Fredk, Grove-ter, Stratford, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Feb 12. Feb 27 at 12, Webb, Uniom Bank- chambers, Carey-st. 
Jennings, John, Bridge-rd, Stratford, Tailor. Pet Feb 12, Marché 
at 2. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st. 
Johnson, Geo Hampton, Hill-rise, Richmond, Plumber. Pet Feb 12, 
Feb 28 at 12. Hossan, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st. 
Jones, Edwd, Woodstock-st, Barking-rd, out of business. Pet Feb 12. 
Feb 28 at 2. Beard, Basinghall-st. 
Marshall, Hy Edwards, Marlborough-sq, Chelsea, comer Clerk: 
_ Feb 12. Feb 27 at 1. Tatton, Lower Phillimore-pl, Ke 


McDougal, Archibald, Horton-rd, Hackney, Clerk, Pet Feb 8. Feb 
ati. Godfrey, South-sq, Gray’ 's-inn. 

Moors, Joseph Hy, Southampton, Confectioner. Pet Feb ll. Feb #7 
atll. Paterson & Sons, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st 

Montague, Maria, Prisoner for Debt, London, ” Pet Feb 11 (for pas) 
Feb 27at 1. Templeman, Aldermanbury Postern. 

Newton, Geo, Gt Tower-st, Tobacco Broker. PetFeb 9. Feb 28 atl. 
Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Rickman, Wm, Poole, Dorset, Corn Merchant. Pet Jan 26, Feb27at 
1. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

yy, Chas Dennis, Park- -pl, Clapham, Laundryman, Pet Feb ll. 
Feb 28 at1. Chandler, Bucklersbury. 

Shelly, Jas, Hornsey-rd, Holloway, Pianoforte Manufactarer. Pet 
Feb 11. Feb 28 at 2. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Smith, Walter, Albert-ter, Holloway, Coffee-house Keeper. Pet Feb 

13. Feb 27 at 2. Boydell, Queen-sq, Bloomsbury. 
Spratt, John Eldridge, Albert-ter, Chiswick, Surgeon. Pet Feb % 
March Gat 11. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, 

Stanford, Alfred, Kingston-upon-Thames, Baker. Pet Feb13. Feo® 
atl. Bell, Abchurch-lane. 

Rose, Thos John, Ariington-st, New North-rd, Islington, Deal 
Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 12. March Gat}. Hanslip, Gt James-st, 
Bedford-row. 

Tout, John Wm, Portsmonth, Hante, Engineor, Pet Feb tl. Feo # 
at 12, Pownall & Co, Staple: i nn, 

Trayt, Wm, & Edwin Trays, St Paul’s-rd, Highbury, Carpenters. Pet 
Feb 12. Feb 28 at 2. Hea, Chancery ‘lane 

ver. Horatio, Prisoner for Debt, yore hy Pot Feb 8 (for pau). Fee 

7at2, Mullens, St Paul’s-pl, Canonbary, 
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wilson, Robt, Rosoman-st, Clerkenwell, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
4. Feb27at!. Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st. 
Wilson, David, Gainsborough-rd, Stoke Newington, Warehouseman’s 
Assistant. Poet Feb 9. Feb 28 at 12. Goldrick, Strand, 
Woodin, Acraman Augustus, Old Bond-st, Picture Restorer. Pet Feb 
13, Feb 27at2. Girdwood, Old Jewry-chambers. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Allen, Sarah, Lpool, Perfumer. Pet Feb 8. Lpool, Feb 26 at 3. Nor- 


n, Lpool. 
= "a Richd Gould, Gateshead, Durham, Clerk. Pet Feb 12. Gates- 
head, Feb 25 at 11. Brewis, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Bagley, Edwd Geo, Oswestry, Salop, Grocer, Pet Feb 12. Birm, March 
lat 12. Jones, Oswestry. 
. Geo Jas, Stockton-on-Tees, Licensed Victualler. Pet jaa 24, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Feb 28 at 12. Harle & Co, Newcastle-upon- 


ginees, John, Crookdale, Cumberland, Stonemason, Pet Feb II, 
n, Feb 28 at 11. Stamper, Wigton. 

Bell, John, Penrith, Cumberland, Plumber. Pet Feb 18. Penrith, 

Feb 28 at 11. Arnison, Penrith. 
, Jas, Acle, Norfolk, Coal Seller. Pet Feb 13. Norwich, Feb 27 

at ll. Ferrier, Gt Yarmouth. 

Beer, Adam Warren, jun, Sidmouth, Devon, Livery Stable Keeper. Pet 
Feb8. Exeter, Feb 27 at 12. Flond. Exeter, 

Birrell, John, Bradford, York, Stuff Finisher. Pet Feb 11. Leeds, Feb 
#%at il. North & Sons, Leeds. 

Bishop, Mathew Edwin, Prisoner for Debt Lancaster. Adj Jan 18. 
Lpool, Feb 28 at (1. ek , 
Bransen, Joseph Wm, Birm, Builder. Pet Feb 12. Birm, March 1 at 

212, James & Griffin, Birm. 

Brown, Chas, Derby, Horse Dealer. Pet Feb6. Birm, March | at 12. 
Briggs, Derby. . = 

Backham, John, Leominster, Hereford, Druggist. Pet Feb 12. Birm, 
Feb 27 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

s, Hy, Gravesend, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 13. 

Gravesend, March 1 at 11. Outred, Gravesend. 

Colbeck, Thos, Leeds, Coal Leader. Pet Feb12, Leeds, Feb 28 at 12. 


Harle, Leeds. 
, Wm, Strood, Kent, Sadler. Pet Feb 11. Rochester, Feb 26 at 


9. Hayward, Rochester. 

Dexter, Joseph, Lymington, Southampton, Baker. Pet Feb 13. Ly- 
mington, Feb 27 at 12. Sharp, Christchurch. 

Duers, Wm, Ainstable, Cumberland, Shoemaker, Pet Feb 11. Pen- 
rith, Feb 28 at 10. James, Penrith. 

Duerden, Benj, Nelson, Lancaster, Stonemason. Pet Feb 12. Colne, 
March 6atl!. Backhouse & Whittam. Burnley. 

Earl, David, Llandaff, Glamorgan, Publican. Pet Feb 11. Cardiff, 
March 2atll. Raby, Cardiff. 
wards, Chas Owen, Birm, Huckster. Pet Feb 9. Birm, March 8 at 
10. Coleman, Birm. 

Eeles, Hy, Rusheyford, Durham, Husbandman. Pet Feb 13. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, March7 at 12. Brignall, jun, Bishop Auckland. 

Bilis, Joseph, Middlesbrough, York. Pet Feb 9. Stockton-on-Tees, 
Feb 27 at 11. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 

Evans, Richd Tomkin, West Gorton, Manch, Corn and Flour Agent, 
Pet Feb 12. Manch, Feb 26 at9.30. Chapman & Roberts, Manch. 

Fishwick, Geo Alex, Hanley, Stamford, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 11. 
Hanley, March 16 at 11. Litchfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

flamson, Thos, Nottingham, Builder. Pet Feb 12, Birm, Feb 26 at 
ll. Belk, Nottingham. 

Frankham, Geo, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 12 
Abergavenny, March 5 at 12. Greenway, Pontypool. 3 

Gillies, Jacob, Lpool, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 13. Lpool, Feb 28 at 
11. Kent, Lpool. 

Greaves, Chas, Wetherby, York, Tailor. Pet Feb 4. Leeds, Feb 28 at 
ll, North & Sons, Leeds. 

Griffiths, Richd, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Publican. Pet Feb 11. 
Aberystwith, Feb 27 at 9. Hughes, Aberystwith. 

Halliday, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Upholsterer, Pet Feb 7. Gt Yarmouth, 
Feb 25 at lt. Wiltshire, Gt Yarmouth. 

Hargrave, Johu Hayward, Cheetham, Lancaster, Bookkeeper. Pet 
Feb 8. Bury, Feb 28 at 10. Law, Manch. 

Wayward, Jesse, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Butcher. Pet Feb 11. Tun- 
bridge Wells, March } at 3. Cripps, Tunbridge Wells. 

Hickey, Matthew Patrick, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Feb 13. Bristol, Feb 27 at 11. Simons & Morris, Swansea. 

Holliday, Thos, Wigton, Cumberland, Carter. Pet Feb 11, Wigton, 
Feb 28 at 11. Stamper, Wigton. 

Howkins, Augustus Fredk, King’s Tamerton, Devon, Gent. Pet Feb 
ll, East Stonehouse, Feb 27 at 11. Edmonds, Plymouth. 

Guntley, Geo, Easthothly, Sussex, out of business. Pet Feb 11. Lewes, 
March 7 at 11. Hillman, Lewes. 

Treson, Hy, Birm, Fruiterer. Pet Feb9. Birm, March 8 at 10. Cories, 

rm. 

Jackson, John, Norton, Derby, File Manufacturer. Pet Feb 14, Leeds, 
Feb 27 at 12. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Jevons, Mary, Holloway Bank, West Bromwich, Stafford, Bedthouse 
Keeper. Pet Feb 8. Oldbury, Feb 27 at 11. Ebsworth, Wednes- 

ry. 

Justice, Phillip Wm, Prestbury, nr Cheltenham, Gloueester, Gent. 
Pet Feb 12. Bristol, Feb 27 at 11. Riddiford, Gloucester. 

Lawson, Andrew, Middlesbrough, York, out of business. Pet Feb 8. 

kton-on-Tees, Feb 27 ab ll, Dobson es ae 

London, Thos, Birm, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Feb 12, irm, Feb 27 
at12. Foster, Birm, 

Morrell, Wm, New Radford, Nottingham, Lace Maker. Pet Feb 12. 
Birm, Feb 26 at 11. Briggs, Derby. 

k, Fras, Malton, York, Innkeeper, Pet Feb 13, Leeds, March 

Tatil. Pullan, Leeds, 

Pearce, Jas, Kidderminster, Worcester, Chemist. Pot Feb 11. Kid- 
derminster, Feb 28 at 10. Corbet, Kidderminster. 

Pert, Danl, Wantage, Berks, Cordwainer, Pet Feb 11. Wantago, Feb 
27 at2, Lovett, Cricklade, 

Phillips, Richd, Lake, Cornwall, Carpenter. Pot Feb 11. Liskeard, 
March 2 at 12, Raby, Liskeard. 

Powell, Thos Qnarten, Bedale, York, Chemist, Pet Feb 13, North- 

allerton, Feb 27 at 8, Calvert, Masham, 





Powell, Maurice, Newtown, Montgomery, Butcher. Pet Feb 13. New- 
town, Feb 26 at 11. Jones, Ni 


olds, Edwd Thos, Birm, Mill Manufacturer. Pet Feb 11. Birm, 
impson, Edwin, Stamford, Lincoln, Publican. Peb Feb 11. Stam- 
ton rng Mag Feb 12, Manch, Feb 27 at 11, Marsland & 
Starkey, John, Worcester, Baker. Pet Feb 5. Birm, March 1 at 12. 
Neot’s, Feb 28 at!. Vaughan, 
Taylor, John, Barnsley, York, Builder. Pet Feb12. Barnsley, March 
March | at 12. Thomas, Walsall. 
ha 
Voigt, Augustus Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Brecknock. Adj Feb 9. Bris- 
4atll. White, Guildford. 
Wanstall, Geo, Cheriton, Kent, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 12. Folkestone, 


-. ewtown, 

‘ ‘eb 27at12. Bartlett, B 
ford, Feb 25 at il. Law, Stamford. 

Slater, Cyrus, Geo Rogers, & Geo Shatwell, Macclesfield, Chester, Cot~- 
Addleshaw, 
Wilkes, Gloucester. 

Storey, John, Abbotsley, Huntingdon, Shopkeeper. Pet Feb 8. St. 

untingdon. 

Taylor, John, Sheffield, Stonemason. Pet Feb ll. Sheffield, Feb 28 
at 1. Mason, Sheffield. 
2atll. Barratt, Wakefield. 

Thurstan, Hy, Walsall, Stafford, Retailer of Wines. Pet Feb 12, Birm, 

Tucker, Richd Anstey, Lenton, Nottingham, Starch and British Gam 
Manufacturer,. Pet Feb 12. Birm, Feb 26 at 11, Belk, Notting. 

m. 

Vaughan, David, Maenen, Carnarvon. Pet Feb13, Wrexham, March 
latil. James, Llanrwst. 
tol, Feb 27 at ll. 

Waller, Thos, Chertsey, Surrey, Painter. PetFeb12. Chertsey, March 

Walson, Robt, Corwen, Merioneth, Shoemaker. Pet Feb 9. Corwen, 
March 7 at 3. Edwards, Ruthin, 
Feb 28 at 4. Minter, Folkestone. 

Webb, Thos, Bristol, Bootmaker. Pet Feb 12. Bristol, March 8 at 12, 


Alman. 

Walford, Wm, jun, Edentown, Carlisle, Clerk. Pet Feb7. Carlisle, 
Feb 25 at 11. Wannop, Carlisle. 

West, John Archibald, Gravesend, Marine Store Dealer. Pet Feb 13. 
Gravesend, Feb 27 at 11. Outred, Gravesend. 

Whitehurst, Squire, Derby, Sugar Boiler. Tet Feb 4, Derby, Feb 23 
at 12. Gamble, Derby. 

Williams, Jas, Wednesbury, Stafford, Cab Proprietor. Pet Feb 11. 
Walsall, Feb 25 at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 

Wort, Jas, & Jas Geo Wort, Birm, Lamp Manufacturers. Pet Feb 12. 
Birm, Feb 27 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 


To Surrender in London. 
Tvespay, Feb. 19, 1867. 
Arnold, Joseph, Salisbury, Wilts, Cheese Factor. Pet Feb 14. March 
4at 1l. Porter, Coleman-st. A 
Coon, Martin, Douglas-st, Deptford, Lithographic Writer. Pet Feb 16. 
March |l3 atl. Rigby, Coleman-st. 
Dixon, Thos Stephen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 15 (for pau). 
March 4 at11l. Goatly, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 


Elliott, John Garratt, Newgate-st, Lithographic Writer. Pet Feb 16. 


March 4at 12. Spaull, Gray’s-inn. 
Gammon, Danl, North-st, Smith-sq, Westminster, Firewood Manu- 
owe. Pet Feb 13. March 6 at 2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn- 
elds. 


Hume, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Pet Feb !4. March 4at 12. 
Jarvis, Wm, Gt Prescott-st, Whitechapel, Wine Merchant. Pet Feb 
15. March 4at 12. Treherne & Wolferstan, Aldermanbury. 
Nash, Robt Geo, Cambridge-rd, Kilbarn, Hay Salesman. PetFeb 11. 
March 6 at 2. Hanslip, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 
Payne, Geo Goodman, Desert-st, Kromley, Journeyman Carpenter. 
et Feb 14. March13 atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Ring, Richd, Duncan-ter, Islington, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Feb l4. 
March 13 at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
Roberts, John, Gloucester-st, Camden-town, Builder. Pet Feb 12. 
March 6 atl. Clarke, St Mary’s-rd, Paddington. 
Sweasey, John Saml, jun, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 13. 
March 6 at 2. Hyett, Gt Coram-st, Brunswick-sq. 
Williams, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 16. March 4 
at 12. 
Wyatt, Wm, Reading, Berks, Tailor. Pet Feb 11. March 13 atl, 
regory & Co, Bedford-row. 
Yeldham, Isaac, Croydon, Surrey, out of business, Pet Feb 11. March 
6at12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Anderson, Alex Leonard, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. Pet Feb If. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 5 at !2. Bousfield, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 
Reese Sem, Prisoner for Debt, Carnarvon. Adj Feb8. Lpool, March 
4at i: 


Batty, John, Manch, Beerseller. Pet Feb 15. Manch, March 12a 
9.30. Gardner, Manch, 

Blyth, John Edwd, Portsea, Hants, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 15. 

rtsmouthb, March 5 at 11. Cousins, Portsea. 

Brend, Robt, sen, Exeter, Engine Cleaner. Pet Febié. Exeter, March 
2atii. Floud, Exeter. 

Cheney, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Feb 12 (for pau). Manch, 
March 22 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Dance, Benj, Talgarth, Brecon, Farmer. Pet Feb 15. Hay, March 3 
at 11.30. Garrold, Hereford. ; 

Davies, Benj, Aberdare Glamorgan, Currier. Pet Jan 26. Bristol, 

Pet Feb 15. Brid- 


March | at ll. Price, Bristol. 
Davies, John, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Clockmaker. 

gend, March }1 at 12. Morris, Swansea. 
Dixon, Chas Hy, Manch, Plumber. Pet Feb 16. Manch, Mareh 4 at 
Dowse. Johan, Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln. Adj Feb 9 Louth, Feb 37 


ll. Earle & Co, Manch, 
at 10. Z 

Edwarda, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Chesterton, Adj. Soham, Feb 28 
atl0. Bye, Soham. 

Emmott, Saul, & Wm Emmott, Manch, Comm Agents. Pet Feb 15, 
Manch, March 6 at 18. Heywood, Manch. 

Fleet, Joseph, Tipton, Stafford, Engineer, Pet Feb 12, Dadley, March 
7Tatl®, Stokes, Dudley. 
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Ford, Thos, Hereford, Farrier. Pet Feb 16. Hereford, March 5 at 10. 
Averill, Hereford. 

Gardiner, Jas Heath, Manch, Insurance Agent. Pet Feb 15. Manch, 
March 4 at 12. Storer, Manch. 

Haylock, Brewster, Biggleswade, Bedford, out of employment. Pet 
— 14. Biggleswade, March 6 at 4. Conquest & Stimson, Bed- 

Huggett, Fras, Strood, Kent, Painter. Pet Feb 14. Rochester, March 
lat2. Hayward, Rochester. 

. Fredk Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Electro-plate Worker. Pet 

Feb 14. Kingston-upon-Hall, March 6 at 3. Summers, Hull. 

Kettiewell, Wm, Darlington, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 13. Dar- 
lington, March 4 at 10. Robinson, Darlington. 

Knight, John, Brighton, Sussex, Beerhouse See. Pet Feb 15. 

Brighton, March 6 at !!. Runnacles, Brighto: 

Langton, Richd, Kingston-upon-Huli, Grocer. Pet Feb 14. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, March6 at2. Eaton & Beilby, Hull. 

Marshall, Fras, Powick, Worcester, Carpenter. Pet Feb 14, Worces- 


Beerhouse 
Shipston-on-Stour, March 2 at 3. Griffiths, 


Pet Feb 16. Manch, March 12 at 9.30. 





ter, March 5 at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 
ps Fredk, Smethwick, Stafford, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 13. Old- 
» Feb 27 at 11. Pope, Smethwic k. 

Mer ith, Wm, Hanley, Stafford, Tailor. PetFeb 16. Hanley, March 
16 at 11. Tomkinson, Burslem 

Martin, Jas Metcalfe, & Eliz Pearson, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, 
Drapers. Pet Feb 15, Newcastle upon-Tyne, March 5 at 12: Wat- 
son, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Morgan, John, Brynmawr, Brecon, Contractor. Pet Feb 14. Tredegar, 
March 8 at2. Simons & Plews, Merthy T: 

Needham, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Leicester. Adj Feb 12. Melton 
Mowbray, March 1 at!0. Macauley, Leiceste 

Norfolk, Wm, Tanshelt, Pontefract, York, Mechanic. Pet Feb 14. 
Pontefract, March lat 11. Hutton, Pi 

Northcroft, Geo, Lpool. Pet March 15. Birkenhead, March 2 
atl0. Nordon, Lpool. 

Pickles, Jas, Ashworth Moor, Lancaster. Pet Feb 15. Rochdale, 
Mareh 5atill. Watson, Bury. 

Pugh, Joseph, Tipton, Stafford, Plumber. Pet Feb 14. Dudley, March 
7 at 12. ton, Birm. 

Riste, Thos, Nottingham, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 13. Birm, March 
12 at ll. Brown & Son, Nottingham 

Rogers, Wm, Huddersfield, Comm ‘Agent. Pet Feb 12. Leeds, March 
4atll. Clough, Huddersfield. 

Russell, Geo, Huddersfield, Jeweller. Pet Feb 14. Leeds, March 4 
atll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Ryland, Chas, Edgbaston, Warwick, Agent. Pet Feb 16. March 4 
atl2. Reece & Harris, Birm. 

Scott, Robt, Little W alsingham, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 12. 
Little Walsingham, March 7 at 2. Loynes & Son, Wells 

Seward, Wm, Dorchester, Dorset, Baker. Pet Feb 11. Exeter, March 
5 at 12. Lock, Dorchester. 

Shalders, Richd Thos, & David Harmer, awed, Smiths. Pet Feb 
15. Norwich, March 1 at 11. Stanley, N orwich. 

Smith, Jas, Morley St Peter, Norfolk, Fowl Seale. Pet Feb 12. Wy- 
mondham, March 4 at 11. Sadd,jun, Norwich. 

Solloway, Chas Fox, Chipping C 
Keeper. Pet Feb 14. 

Chipping Campden. 

Sutton, any Manch, Porter. 
Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Taylor. Wm, Tamworth, Stafford, Carpenter. Pet Feb 14. Tamworth, 
March 4 at 10. Wood, Tamworth. 

Thwaites, Thos, Kendal, Westmoreland, Banker’s Clerk. Pet Feb 15. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 7 at 11.30. Hoyle & Co, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Venley, Jobn. Keighley, York, Smith. Pet Feb14. Keighley, March 
4 at 10. le, Leeds. 

Wiseman, Jas, Grassington, York, Coal Dealer. Pet Feb 15. Leeds, 
March 7 at ii. Harris, Bradford. 

Welch, John Ingleby, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet Feb 11 (for pau). 
Manch, March 12 at 9.30. Law, Manch. 

Wells, Jas, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Accountant. Pet Feb 16. Aber- 
dare, March 5 at 12. Rosser, Aberdare 

Weetman. John, Hartshill, Warwick, Farmer. Pet Feb 16, Birm, 
March 4at 12. Tippetts, Atherstone 

White, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. “Pet Feb 11 (for pau). Manch, 
March 12 at 9.30. Law, Manch. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Pasar, Feb. 15, 1867. 
Sydney, Herbert Montague, Maddox-st, Regent-st, Attorney-at-Law, 
eb 14. 
Toxspar, Feb. 19, 1867. 
Thompson, Fras Broughton, New Kent-rd, Timber Merchant. Dec 10. 
—- Edmd John Atkinson, Philpot-lane, Iron Merchant. 
eb 19. 


bili oct 3 


=== 
pe AND INK SKETCHES IN CHAN CERY. 
By A LOUNGER IN THE COURTS. No. I. Price Th 
Contents :—The Lounger—Lord Justice Sir Hugh Cairns (at the 
Vice-Chancellor Wood—The Attorney-General—Mr. Amphlett, oe 
Mr. Danicl, Q.C.—Mr. Giffard, Q.C.—Mr, James, Q.C.—Mr, Wi; 
Qc. Just ‘published. 
Hatton & Son, 22a, Chancery-lane, and all Booksellers, 


OLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING (Three Methods), 
by G. J. KAIN, F.S.S. 4 
Kain’s Triple Column f Bhd 8th Edition, fis, 

Kain’s Single and Double Column Systems (ia one volume), 7s. 64 

Kain's Rental System (bound up with each of the above). 

















—_ Sparrow, Witt, & Co., Law Accountants, 69, Died: 
C.; Watertow & Sons, London-wall, and through all Booksellers,” 
'/—eewee—-.... 
A N EXPERIENVED ACCOUNTANT proceeding 
to New York upon business about the 8th proximo can make 
arrangements to take other business by way of agency.—Address, 
AccountanT, Mr. Mills, Stationer, 3, Old Jewry, E.C. 
LATHOM BROWNE ON LIMITED LIABILITY, ~~ 
In a few days will be published, 
A TREATISE on the COMPANIES ACT, 1862, 
with Special Reference to Winding-up, for the purposes of Re- 
construction or Amalgamation, with Forms and Precedents. Coy. 
TENTS :—Part, I—The life of a limited company. Part II.—The Com. 
panies Act, 1862, with explanatory notes, and cases decided thereon; the 
rules of the Court of Chancery in winding-up; the rules of the Stanna. - 
ries Court in appeals under the Act. Part IlI.—Precedents of special 
objects in memoranda . ts of general form of 
articles of i dents of ‘special clauses in articles of asso. 
ciation, &c., &c, By ‘¢. LATHOM BROWNE, of ths Middle Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Harnes, Law Booksellers and Publishers, 11, Bell-yard, 
Temple-bar. 





Libel Actions.—No More Speculative Libel Actions against the Press,— 
No More “‘ Clubs of Unfortunate Attorneys” Combining Together to 
Bring Libel Actions. 

Just published, price 2s, 6d., 3 
HE LAW OF LIBEL, as affecting the News- 
paper Press, with Proposed Amendments. This work contains, in 
extenso, Sir Colman O’Loghlen’s New Libel Bill, with a notice of the 
recent Atheneum Case ; with suggestions for requiring security for de- 
fendant's costs. 
London: E, Martsoroves & Co., Ave Maria lane, E.C. 





Now ready, in ! vol., pp. 208, price 

TREATISE on the LOCUS STANDI of PETI- 

TIONERS against PRIVATE BILLS inPARLIAMENT. Second 
Edition, containing Reports of cases decided in the last pene 2 
James Mellor Smethurst, Esq., of Trinity College, Cambridge, M.A., 
and of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. The general design of 
the work is clear and simple, and its arrangement makes it easy of 
reference.”— The Law Journal. “A careful, attentive, and skilful 
digest of the decisions.””—Solicitors’ Journal. 

Stevens & Harness, |1, Bell-yard, Temple Bar. 


USEFUL LIBRARY.—New eee in he 8vo., cloth boards, Is.: 
or by post, Is. 2 

HAN DY-BOOK of the LAW of LONDON 

CABS and OMNIBUSES. By WILLIAM THOMAS CHARLEY, 
B.A., of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. The object of the 
author has been to suppl those who ride in cabs or omnibuses, 
also the proprietors, the drivers, and the conductors of these public 
vehicles, with a condensed summary of the a and regulations on 
which their mutual rights and liabilities de 

Georace Routiepce & Sons, the Bro: 





= Ludgate-hill. 





In one volume, crown 8vo., OL Ie 


TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL, Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq,., of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 





published, price 10s. 
SUCCINCT" TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 
ACTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 
of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES. 
CUDDON, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
ls for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
terests, or other adequate securities. 
Pm. may be made in the first instance according to the following 
mai— 


Puvrosst ron Loss om Montcaces. 


Introduced by (state name and address of wilicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (1. ¢., whether for a term certain, ar by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, f land vr build- 
tags, stute the net annual income) 

State what Life Polley if = Bld is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in with y- 





By order of the Seasd, 
F, ALLAM CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 








LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 38.64.; Bronzed ditto, 4s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 28, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 78. 6d. bh ten J 
6s, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. she set. — 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scnttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’ 6 Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 am 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and + seas 9d, and 128.5 Black Horn ditto, 88. and 10s. All war- 
ran 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur’ 

chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, an4 
prices of Klectro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or postfree, Every article marked in plais 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has bees 
—— for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage {ree 


perr 
“RICHARD & JOIN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somersct House, 
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Clerical, Wedical, & General Rite Assurance Society. 











Directors. 


Chairman.—Ricut Hon. JOHN ROBERT MOWBRAY, M.P. 


gore WILLIAM BOWMAN, Esa., V.P.R.S. 
Deputy- Chairmen { Sm CHARLES LUCOOK, Bart., F-RS. 


LIONEL S. BEALE, M.B., F.R.S. ARTHUR FARRE, M.D., F.R.S. 
PATRICK BLACK, M.D. JAMES HUNT HOLLEY, Esa. 

Hon. WILLIAM BRODRICK. Proressorn HUMPHRY, M.D., F.R.S. 
Rev. ALFRED BUTLER CLOUGH, M.A. Rev. JOHN EDWARD KEMPE, M.A. 
JOHN CORBET, Esa. GERARD W. LYDEKKER, Fkse. 

Rev. THOMAS DALE, M.A. JAMES PAGET, Esa., F.R.S. 
CHARLES M. DEANE, Ese. GEORGE H. PINCKARD, Ese. 


Actuary and Secretary. Assistant Actuary. 
GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Ese. BENJAMIN NEWBATT, Esa. 








QUINQUENNIAL BONUS MEETING, 1867. 





An Extraordinary General Meeting of the Proprietors and Assured in this Society was held at the Office, 13, St. James’s Square, 
London, S.W., on Thursday, the 3rd January last, for the purpose of declaring the EIGHTH BONUS, when the following 
statements, among others, were made by the Directors :— 


1—PROGRESS OF THE SOCIETY IN THE BONUS PERIOD. 

“To the successful progress of the Society Seats, Oe period, the following facts bear ample testimony : — 

The new Assurances, which were purely English, were for a total sum of £1,518,181, producing Premiums amounting to 
£50,497 annually, of which sums the former exceeds by £31,811, and the latter by £3,392, the corresponding items of the 

revious five years, although these constituted the largest amount of new business transacted in any like period. 

The Income, notwithstanding a reduction in the premiums in lieu of bonus additions of over £5,600 annum, rose from 
£195,400 on the 30th June, 1861, to £215,237 on the 30th June, 1866, being an increase of nearly £20,000 per annum. 

The Assurance Fund, which, in 1861, was £1,422,191, reached £1,619,539 in 1866, showing an increase, after payment of 
£85,303 on account of bonus at the last division, of £197,348. 

The Interest yielded during the whole period on all the Society’s property, invested and uninvested, was on the average 
£4 1s. 9d. per cent., being somewhat in excess of that realized during the previous five years. The property invested 
yielded, 6n the 30th June, 1866, £4 4s. per cent., a rate of interest that will be deemed highly satisfactory when the 
unimpeachable character of the securities is taken into account.” 


2.—FINANCIAL POSITION OF THE SOCIETY ON JUNE 30th, 1866. 
“Tt will be seen, on reference to the annexed statement of Assets and Liabilities, that, after deducting the proprietors’ capital of 


The Assets on the 30th June last were ......... o« 1,619,539 14 8 
And the Liabilities to the same date . 1,343,708 19 2 


Leaving a Surplus of....... aewb weuuuEuETE ree onhenenens £275,830 15 6 


? 


Deducting from this surplus the sum of £50,000 required by the Society's special Act of Parliament to be set aside as a permanent 
reserve fund, there remains available for Division the sum of £225,830 lds. 6d., of which the Directors recommend the distribution 
of £225,000, being the nearest amount convenient for that purpose.” 


$8.—RESULTS OF THE DIVISION. 

“Of the sum to be apportioned, it is known that one-sixth, or £37,500 falls to the Proprietors. The remaining five-sixths, or 
£187,500 fall the to Assured, yielding a reversionary addition to the Policies of £272,682, in which sum every Policy on the partici- 
peting —_ of Premium, existing on the 30th June last, will share in proportion to its contributions to the funds of the Society since 

é last Division. 

This reversionary bonus will average mearly 45 per cent., or vary, with the different ages, from 32 to 85 per cent. on the Premiums 
received in the quinquennial period on all the Policies among which it will be distributed, whilst its equivalent value in cash will 
average over 26 per cent. of the like payments. 

The high per centage again exhibited by the cash bonus induces the Directors to draw more marked attention than they have 
hitherto done to its real character and benefit. Of every £100 paid as Premiums by a participating policyholder, £20 is a marginal 
addition to the net or mathematical Premium of £80 ired for the actual risk, and is added, partly for expenses and undetermined 
fluctuations, and partly for the privilege of sharing in t neral profits of the office. A return in cash, such as is now offered, 
averaging £26 for every £100 so paid as promiums, not only refund to the Assured the whole ef such marginal addition, but leaves 
to be received by him a further sum of 26 as his share of profits that have virtually cost him —- 

The last statement the Directors think it necessary to make has reference to the number of Policyholders, who, retaining all their 
present right of sharing in future profits, may now relieve themselves of any further payment on account of Premiums, by the sur- 
render in whole or in part of the bonus additions to their policies. This number is 350, in 1862 it was 176. It would have 
been od on this occasion by 194, had not some portion of the bonuses on these polices been taken in cash or been otherwise 

ropriated.’” 
"ine next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1872, and Persons who effect New Polices before the end of June next 
will be entitled at that Division to one year's additional shave of Profits over later Assurers. 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, the Report above mentioned, and a detailed account of the proceedings of the Bonus meeting, 


an be obtained from any of the Society's Agonts; or of 
GEORGE CUTCLIFFER, Acrvaky anp SBeRBTARY, 
13, St. James's Square, » SW. 
COMMISSION. 


10 per cent. on the first premium, and 5 per cent. on renewals, is allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will be con- 
tinued to the Person introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel through which the Premiums may be paid, 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 








SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000. RESERVE FUND, £250,000. 








NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esa. HUGH C. E. CHILDERS, Esa., M.P. 
JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esa. JOHN FLEMING, Esa. 

THOMAS TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esa. EDWARD W. T. HAMILTON, Esa., M.P. 
PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esa. FREDERICK HARRISON, Esa. 

JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esa. WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esa. 
COLES CHILD, Ese. WILLIAM NICOL, Esa. 


General Manager—WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esa. 
Chief Inspector—W. J. NORFOLK, Esa. 
Assistant General Manager—WILLIAM HOWARD, Esa. 
Chief Accountant—JAMES GRAY, Esa. 
Inspectors of Branches—H. J. LEMON, Esa., and C. SHERRING, Esa. 
Secretary—F. CLAPPISON, Esa. 


Heap OrFrice—21, LOMBARD STREET. 





At the ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Proprietors, held on Thursday, the 7th February, 1867, at the London 
Tavern, Bishopsgate Street, the following Report for the year ending the 31st December, 1866, was read by the 
Secretary. Hucu C., E. CHILDERS, Esq., M.P., in the Chair. 





REPORT. 


The Directors, in submitting to the Proprietors the balance-sheet of the Bank for the half-year ending the 31st December last, have the pleasure 
toreport that, atver paying all charges and interest to customers, and making ample provision for bad and doubtful debts, the net profits amount to 
£101,998 15s. This, added to £17,468 16s. 6d., brought forward from. the last account, produces a total cf £119,467 11s. 6d, 


They recommend the payment of the usual Dividend of 6 per cent.. together with a Bonus of 8 per cent., for the half-year, both free of income 


tax, which will absorb £105,000, and leave £14,467 11s, 6d. to be carried forward to Profit and Loss New Account. The Dividend for the whole year 
1866 will thus be 25 per cent. 


At the meeting in February, 1866, it was intimated to the Proprietors that the Directors proposed to increase the capital of the Bank, and at the 
meeting in August, 1866, the Proprietors, by a resolution, adopted the recommendation of the Directors. It will be proposed to act upon this resoluton 
(which will require formal confirmation, by the issue of 12,500 new shares, to be offered pro rata amongst the Proprietors as they appeared on the 
register on the ith instant, the date when the transfer books of the Company were closed, such shares to be issued at the price of £40 each, beinga 
premium of £20 per share. 


The Directors have to announce the retirement of Edward J. Hutchins, Esq., and William Lee, Esq., M.P., from the direction, and the election of 
Hugh OC. E. Childers, Esq., M.P., and Edward W. T. Hamilton, Esq, M.P., in their stead. 


The Directors retiring by rotation are—Nathaniel Alexander, Esq., Thomas Tyringham Bernard, Esq., and William Nicol, Esq., who, being 
eligible, offer themselves for re-election. 


There is a vacancy in the auditorship, through the disqualification of Mr. Robert Escombe, and it is in the power of the meeting to fill this up. 


The dividend and bonus (together £2 16s. per share), free of income-tax, will be payable at the head office, or at any of the branches, on and 
after Monday, the 18th instant. 





BALANCE SHEET of the London and County Banking Company, 31st December, 1866. 
Dr. 


Cr. 
s. d. | By Cash on hand at Head Office, and <£ 5 £ 4 4, 


. . d, 
0 B hes sevccvescesl 61,393 3 3 
0 notice .... 734,056 3 7 
usto- ——— 2,501,459 6 10 
mers’ Balances, &c. ....00+++-£12,057,000 12 8 Investments, viz.— 
To Liabilities on Acceptances ...... 1,580,761 9 2 By Government and Guaranteed Stocks. 695,953 0 6 
—————_ 13 637,762 1 10 | By Other Stocks and Securities ........ 101,899 12 9 
To Profit and Loss Balance brought --————— 797,852 13 3 
from last Account ......-+se08 17,468 16 6 By Discounted Bills, and advances to Castomers in Town 
To Gross Profit for the Half-year, ANd COUNTY ...ceccccccesecccccceccecoseseseeehl, 306,492 3% 
after making provision for By Freehold Premises in Lombard. street and Nicholas- 
Bad and Doubtful Debts ...... 819,957 14 9 lane, Freehold and Leasehold Property at the 
337,426 11 3 Branches, with Fixtures and Fittings ....eese+ee2 176,313 12 & 
By Interest paid to Customers cobivescsce, Gani? Ta 
By Salaries and all other Expenses at Head Office and 
Branches, including Income Tax on Profits, and 
BAATIOS vce cccccsccscoccsestcecevcebongevocece  OOPIS Them 
— 


£14,975,188 13 1 £14,975,188 13 ¥ 


£ 
To Capital gold up ovcccseces cesvecsevesvexebéskonp su. JEODUD @ 
To Reserve Fund....ccccsee sscceccccoosccscrsosseses 290, 0 
To Amount due by the Bank for C 
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Profit and Loss Account. 


£93,277 su 
24,868 2 1 
45,000 0 0 
60,000 0 0 
14,467 11 6 


£337,426 11 3 


10 not due, carried to New ‘Accou 
To Dividend of 6 per Cent. for the Half-year . 
To Bonus of 8 no se ee 


rward Scadtinedeempancancree 


We, the undersigned, have examined the foregoing Balance Sheet, and have found the 


London and County Bank, Jan. 31, 1867. 


Cr. 
£17,463 16 6 
319,957 14 


By Balance brought forward from last Account ........ 
By Gross Profit for the Half-year, after making pro- 
vision for Bad and Doubtful Debts .......eseseee 


£337,426 11 3 


same to be correct. 
WILLIAM NORMAN, 


(Signed) R. H. SWAINE. 


} Auditors. 





The foregoing Report having been read by the Secretary, the following Resolutions were proposed, and unanimously adopted :— 


1. That the Report be received and adopted, and printed for the use of the Shareholders. 
2, That a Dividend of 6 per cent., together with a Bonus of 8 per cent., both free of income tax, be declared for the half-year ending 31st 
December, 1866, payable on and after Munday, the i8th inst., and that the balance of £14,467 11s. 6d., be carried forward to Profit and 


Loss New Account. 


3. That Wrtt1aM Nicot, Esq., be re elected a Director of this Company. That Taomas TraixcuamM BeBnanp, Esq., be re-elected a Director of 
this Company. That NaTHaNIEL ALEXANDER, Esq., be re-elected a Director of this Company. 
4, That Wittiam Norman. and Ricnarp Hixps Swatxe, Esqs., be elected Auditors for the current year. 


§, That Frepertck Francis, Esq., be elected an Auditor for the current year. 
6. That the thanks of this Meeting be given to the Board of Directors for the able manner in which they have conducted the affairs of the Company 


7. That the thanks of this Meeting be presented to Wint1am Norman and R. H. Swatne, Esqs., the Auditors of the Company, for their services 


during the past year. 


8, That the thanks of the Meeting be presented to Witt1am McKewan, Esq., and to the principal and other Officers of the Bank, for the zeal 


and ability with which they have discharged their respective duties. 


(Signed) HUGH C. E. CHILDERS, Chairman. 


The Chairman having quitted the Chair, it was resolved, and carried unanimously— 
4, That the cordia) thanks of this Meeting be presented to Huca C. E. Cuitpers, Esq., M.P., for his able and courteous conduct in the Chair. 


Extracted from the Minutes. 


W. CHAMPION JONES, Deputy-Chairman. 
(Signed) F. CLAPPISON, Secretary. 


(Signed) 





_- 


ONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY.—NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a DIVIDEND 


L on the Capital Stock of the Company, at the rate of Six per cent., for the half-year ending 31st December, 1866, with a BONUS of Eight per 
eent., will be PAID to the Proprietors either at the Head Office, 21, Lombard-street, or at any of the Company's Branch Banks, on and after MONDAY, 


the 18th instant. 
21, Lombard-street, Feb. 8, 1867. 


By order of the Board, 
W. McKEWAN, General Manager. 








BY ROYAL COMMAND. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 

OSEPH GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 
ej tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 
the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quality of 
Material, Easy Action, and Great Durability, will ensure universal pre- 


To Landowners, Trustees, Farmers, Solicitors, and Others. 


ESSRS. YEULETT & SON, Auctioneers, 
Valuers, and Land Surveyors, beg to inform the above they 
continue to make Surveys of Land and Valuations of Estates, Farms, 
&c., with promptitude, guaranteed accuracy, and despatch. Property 
submitted to Auction on moderate terms, which may be known on appli- 
cation at their Offices, 13, Walbrook, London, E.C. 





They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesal 
atthe Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; 91, John-street, New York, 
and at 37, Gracechurch-street, London. 


HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 

Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 6d. 

for plain sketch; in heraldic coleurs, 6s. The arms of man and wife 

blended, The proper cdlours for servants’ livery. Family pedigrees 

traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engravings, 

printed in colours, £10 10s. The Manual of Heraldry, 400 engravings, 

4s. 64.; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 73. 6d.; book plate 

engraved with arms, 2ls.—T. Cotietos, Genealogist, 25, Cranbourne- 
street, corner of St, Martin’s-lane. 3 


WLLETON’S EMBOSSING PRESSES, 21s., for 
Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address. Anyone can 
we them.—25, Cranbourne-street. 


OOK-PLATES Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs. Crest on silver spoons or forks, 5s. per 

dozen ; Crest on seals or steel dies, 7s. 6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
trest or monogram, 12s.—I. Cutteton, 25, Cranbourne-street. 


5 QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with Monogram ; 
100 Envelopes, 1s. 6d. No charge for engraving Steel Die with 
Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an order be given for a Ream of very 
best paper and 500 Enveloj all Stamped, for 21s., or P.O. "order. 
Monograms designed, }s.—25, Cranbourne-stre.t. 


ULLETON’S VISITING CARD.—A copperplate 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed for 2s, ; post-free, 2s. 3d. 
ts Cranbourne-stret. 


ULLETON’S PLATES for MARKING LINEN. 
The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 
orName. Anyone can use them. Initial Plate, 1s.; Name Plate, 2s. 6d. ; 
Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 6d.; Crest, 5s.; with directions, post-free 
¢ash or stamps. By T. CuLLEToNn, Seal Engraver to her Majesty and 
ker to the Bourd of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 
Martin’s-lane), W.U. 


ASUS TO HOLD TIE NUMBERS of the 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL and WEEKLY REPORTER, can be had 
the Office, or through any Bookseller. Price 3s. 6d, and7s, 6d, 


























| aga og- & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly ) 

—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c.,to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James’s, S.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


HILLIPS & COMPANY’S TEAS ARE BEST 
AND CHEAPEST. STRONG to FINE BLACK TEA, ls. 64., 
2s., 2s, 6d., 3s,, 3s. 4d, Most Delicious Black Tea is now only 3s. 6d. per 
pound. Pure, Rich, Rare, Choice Coffee, Is. 4d., 1s, 6d., 1s.8d. PHILLIPS 
& CO., Tea Mercuants, 8, King William-street, City, London, E.C. 
A price current free. Sugars at market prices. 

PHILLIPS & CO. send all goods Carriage Fre within eight miles of 
No. 8, King William-street ; 40s. worth Free to any Railway 
Station or Market Town in England. Phillips & Co. have no agents, nor 
any connexion with any house in Worcester or Swansea, 








Just published, Second Edition, price 3s. 


HE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 

account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the 

Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln’s, 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 

“Tam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject.”—V. C. Woop, in 
McAndrew v. Bassett, March 4. 

London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln's-inn, W.C. 


TIX, HE SMOKER’S BONBON effectually removes 

the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from the Mouth and Breath, and 
renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant and wholesome. 
Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe of an eminent physician, 
by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale Confectioners, Bethnal-green, London, 
in Sixpenny and Shilling boxes; post free, 7 and 14 stamps,—Sold by 
Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 


I AW.—Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Ex- 
4 = aminations.—A London Solicitor has Classes reading every day, at 
his offices in the Temple, for Easter and Trinity Terms; alse for the- 
Preliminary ani Intermediate Examinations. Private Guides and 
Analysises for the use of all the pupils.—Address, Exam, Messrs. Evison & 
Bridge, Law Stationers, 22, Chancery-lane, E.C, 
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NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND, 


BISHOPSGATE STREET, corner or THREADNEEDLE STREET. 





The Directors beg to give notice, that the following BRANCHES of this Establishment are NOW OPEN for | b 


“éransaction of Banking Business:— 


St. James's Branch, at No. 14, Waterloo Place, Pall Mall. 


Marylebone Branch, at No. 28, Baker Street. 


Islington Branch, at No. 173, Upper Street, 


A. ROBERTSON, 
E. ATKINSON 


>} Foine General Nn 





NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 


(ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1888). 


OPENED for the transaction of Banking Business in LONDON, on the 10th JANUARY, 1866, at the 
‘HEAD OFrFice, BISHOPSGATE STREET, CorNER OF THREADNEEDLE STREET. 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £2,100,000. 


PAID-UP CAPITAL, £1,080,000. 
NUMBER OF SHAREHOLDERS 


RESERVED FUND, £236,012 dg | 


. ° . . . 1,905 





THE NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 
aving numerous branches in England and Wales, as well as agents and correspondents at home and abroad, affords great 
facilities to parties transacting banking business with it in London. 
Customers keeping accounts with the Bank in town may have moneys paid to their credit at its various Branches, and 


remitted free of charge 


CURRENT ACCOUNTS are conducted at the Head Office and London Branches on the usual terms of London 


Deposit Receipts, and Interest is allowed according to the value of money, from time to time, as advertised 


anks. 
DEPOSITS at INTEREST are received of sums ot £10 and upwards, for which receipts are granted, called 
by 


Bank in the Newspapers. 


The AGENCY of COUNTRY and FOREIGN BANKS, whether joint-stock or private, is undertaken. 
PURCHASES ana SALES are effected in all British and Foreign Stocks; and Dividends, Annuities, &c., receive 


Customers. 


CIRCULAR NOTES are now ready for issue and can be obtained on application. 
The OFFICERS of the BANK are bound to secrecy as regards the transactions of its Customers, 
COPIES of the 38rd ANNUAL REPORT of the Bank, Lists of Shareholders, Branches, Agents, and Correspondents, may 


de hadon application at the Head Office, and at the Branches. 


By order of the Directors, 





A. ROBERTSON, 


E. ATKINSON, Joint General Managers, 








ESSRS. HOOPER & SON beg to announce 
ee that after this date great and most important Reductions 
‘will be made in their Charges for Copying and Engrossing, effecting 
in some cases a saving of one-fourth, and in others as much as 
one-third. 

The New Scale will be—Engrossments, round-hand on Parchment, 
or Paper, Copies at full length, and attested Copies (except Parlia- 
mentary and expedition work) 14d. per folio. As most of this has 
hitherto been charged 2d. per folio there will be a saving of one-fourth. 

Abstracts, Bills of Costs, Briefs, and all other documents (except as 
above), id. per folio. The charge for this work has been 14d. per folio, 
the saving will be one-third. 

The terms on which custom is solicited are—Cash in advance for 
Stamps} and, as regards the writing, Cash if required on delivery, 
‘but, as a rule the general account will only be sent in once a-month. 

45, Fleet-street, 5th January, 1867 


OROUGH OF LEEDS.—Gentlemen wishing to 
apply for the OFFICE of TOWN CLERK of Leeds are requested 
to send their Applications and Testimonials to the Town Clerk’s Office on 
or before the 7th day of February next. The gentieman appointed will 
be required to devote the whole of his time to the duties of his office. 
The salary will be £1,000 net per annum, the Council paying his clerks 
-and all other expenses of his office. Further particulars to be had from 

the Deputy Town Clerk. * 

By order of the Council, 
JAMES WARDELL, Deputy Town Clerk. 
Leeds, 25th January, 1867. 


OROUGH OF LEEDS.—Notice is hereby given 
that the time for sending in applications for the office of Town 
*Clerk of this Borough is extended from the 7th instant to the Ist day of 
March next. By order, 
JAMES WARDELL, Deputy Town Clerk. 








Leeds, 7th February, 1867. 
‘Te SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 


will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
-of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
-Established nearly 50 years. Orcers edove £2 sent carriage free. 








O SOLICITORS—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davies & Hont procure British and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
“most moderate charges, and to solicitors at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their * Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on application or by letter. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LOND 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. “ 
PESEx GREEN (many years with the late G 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the att 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of a 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, & aad 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertisem m 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. : 
mentary notices specially considered. ed 


WALES AND ALEX ANDER 
PRINTERS, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, B.C, — 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandunis 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. es 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show € 

Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policiés, Proposal Forms. 
Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and 
General Printing. = 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWER 
FOR CASH, 4s, 64. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trae, 
PRIcE iF PUT To ACCOUNT, 
50 Copien 


10 Copies. 20 Copics. 30 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 28. 0s. £238. 6d. £248.6d. £2 Gs. Gd. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL — ; 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, ea 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is ac 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals: 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread. 
s. d. £s. d. 
110 Oand! 18 0 
1 0 Oand! 10 0 
110 Oandl 18 0 
Dessert ditto .....seee0e2 1 0 OQandl 10 O 
Tea Spoons .....seeeeceee 012 QandO 18 0 
Every Article for the Table asin Silrer., A Sample Tea Spooa- 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 











Table Forks, per doz...+.. 
Dessert ditto ...csssceess 
Table Spoons 











